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‘rabid Abolitionists and prejudiced foreigners.” De Bow’s |/ deluded, helpless creatures 


excellent Review speaks of it as ‘defending the institution 
more than all argument, from the assault of ignorance and 
prejudice ;? and another prominent organ of souttrern opin- 
ion, trusts that the South, with respect to the reception of 
this book, ‘will not deserve the reproach of discouraging 
the treatment of the subject which concerns it most.’ 


« Below will be found some criticisms on the book, from | 


the leading presses of the Union, showing its great value 
as a defense of the southern institution of slavery: 

*<$ Suave Lire tN THE Soutu.—lIn general,we are strongly 
averse to mixing up special questions in ethics or politics 
with what is called polite literature? * * * ‘Ofcourse, 
there is frequently much matter of pith and moment in 
the numerous books in which the discussion of the slavery 
question, in all or a few of its aspects, is thrown into the 
shape of stories or sketches. Indeed, there are some that 
touch the subject in a way so incidental aud natural, and 


with so little of a partisan disputatious spirit, that, if the | 


redisposition against them be once overcome, they may 
Pe read with equal entertainment and instruction. 

“<< Among the last productions to which we allude, we un- 
hesitatingly place a small and unpretending volume, being 


a series of short sketches of slave life in the South, in the | 


form of letters, originally addressed by the author, Edwaré 


> frie b To pes . in i} > 
A. Pollard, to a friend.’—New Orleans Delta, (Editorial. ) | for that time-serving and shallow policy of many false poli 


**¢Rabid Abolitionists and prejudiced foreigners should 
readthis book. It represents slave life at the South as itis, 
and notasitis represented by Mrs. Stowe and other partisan 
writers, who view it only through the medium of their 
passions and prejudices. Mr. Pollard, southerner though 
he be, is yet far from being a bigoted writer. Fixed as are 
his views on the subject of slavery, he is too candid to up- 
hold any of the abuses of the institution, and it is for this 
reason that we recommend his book to persons who have 
formed their opinions in regard to it without the benefit of 
personal observation."—New York Herald. 

**¢ Mr. Pollard, of Virginia, is a southern gentleman of the 
true stamp. He knows buman nature well.? * * ‘We 
can promise all an ample reward for the cost and trouble 
of an acquaintance with the contents of this most interest- 
ing book. The letters are so many jewels in their way, 
black by the subject, but brilliantiylightsome init. Itisa 
little mine full of promised diamonds.’—New York News. 

*¢* Mr. Pollard draws pleasant and entertaining pictures of 
the bright side of slavelife. Though the northern reader will 
find much in the book to which he cannot give his assent, 
he will find it interesting.’—New Fork Courier and Enquirer. 

*“** The letters are written in a dashing off-hand style, and 
the author writes on slavery as a Virginian might be ex- 
pected, showing the sunny side of the peculiar institu- 
tion.’—Boston Transcript. 

*** An exceedingly interesting volume, quite ina new and 
unaffected style, and strikingly illustrative of incidents and 
character as pertaining to ‘*the peculiar institution.’ °— 
Baltimore Sun. 

“<¢They are, beyond all doubt, the most life-like delin- 
eations of the negro ever drawn with the pen. The work is 
original in its conception, and, on its first publication in the 


form of detached letters to a northern friend, attracted no | 
little attention, and must have effected much good in free | 


labor regions. I[t will be read with interest at the South, 
also; and we trust that our section will not forever deserve 
the reproach of despising its own literary talent, and dis- 
couraging the treatment of the subjects which concern it 
most.’— Mobile Register. 

*** Black Diamonds, we hear, is selling rapidly in the 
North, and we are persuaded it would meet with equal 


favor in the South, if its merits were known.’—Lynchburg | 


Virginian. 

*** We trust this little volume will meet with a wide dis- 
semination, and contribute to mollify prejudices against 
domestic servitude, as it exists in this section of the 
Union.’ °— Georgia Telegraph. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. Now, Mr. Clerk, I 


propose to read from this precious ‘* jewel,”’ as it | 


is denominated by the New York Herald, a few 
extracts. From a letter in this book written from 
South Carolina, in 1858, Mr. Pollard says: 


‘* But in the first place, my dear friend, I must say that I 
do not agree with your judgment, that the slave trade can- 
not be reopened by us except by infraction of our statuie 
and treaty law. J contend, on the contrary, that the com- 
merce in African labor can be carried on under the permis- 
sion of existing laws. Observe that the African may be 
imported of his own will, as an apprentice, for any number 


of years; and when he arrives in the South, what is there | 


to prevent him (although you say he cannot alienate his lib- 
erty) from accepting inducements to live in bondage? This, 
{ grant you, would be practically the reopening of the Afri- 
can slave trade ; but where exists the law that can suppress 
a trade which buys labor, not liberty, and which is really, 
in a legal point of view, conducted on the basis of enfran- 
chisement. You may cry out that this may be an evasion 
of the law; and J will simply answer that you will find 
that it very often becomes necessary to evade the letter of 
the law in some of the greatest measures of social happi- 
ness and patriotism. 

“I sincerely believe, dear C., that with the slave trade 
movement, rests, in 4 measure, the great political problem 


of the day, namely, a just elevation of the general condition | 


of the South, as an integral part of the Federal Union.” 


Thus you see, by this paragraph, the sentimenis 
of this author, and they are indorsed by the lead- 
ing Democratic papers of the country. He ad- 
vocates going to Africa, seizing upon these poor, 
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| sure, dear C., 


' them disavow the Helper book. 
it. The gentleman now asks me, asa Democrat, | 


| gentleman. 
the bottom of my soul, deprecate any evasion of | 
any law of the land. [Applause from the gal- || 





| opening the African slave trade. 


as he calls it, to be shipped to this country by the 
middle passage as apprentices, and then after they 
get them here, by some means or other, induce 
them to live in perpetual bondage. He admits that 
it is an evasion and infraction of the laws of the 
United States, and justifies it upon the necessity, 
as he calls it, of the case. What more does he 


say? 
‘¢ The proposition to reopen the slave trade may be most 
| truly characterized as a measure to strengthen and elevate 


the South in the Union; and this being the condition of the 
perpetuation of the Union to us, as emphatically a conserv 

tive policy. In brief, dear C., the slave trade proposition 
means Union and conservatism. 

“The policy which Lavow is, that the South shall secure 
to herself the utmost amount of prosperity, and strengthen 
herself in the Union, which, as sure as the gentle hasten- 
ings on of time, can only be preserved on this condition. 
This policy then—the only one to save the Union—even if 
adopting extremest measures, is ever the truly * conserva- 


| tive’ one. 


“*T must confess to you that I have the greatest contempt 


ticians in oursection, who decry a measure of southern pa- 
triotism in order to conserve our party interests in the North. 
I refer to the counsels of a certain class of politicians who 


| tell us that our party alliance atthe North will be bazarded 
| by free discussion at the South, and that itis to be cemented 


by our abandonment of the proposition to reopen the slave 
trade. Now, I truly honor our Democratic allies in the 


North ; but, as a southerner, tam not disposed (and I am | 
for one, you would not demand of me) to | 
sacrifice totheir prejudices any measure of domestic policy 


which it is at once our right and our paramount duty to 
decide on for ourselves, Was the South to yield up’ Kan 
sas ‘for the sake of party?’ Is this the beginning of the 
end? 
policy in the South, to sacrifice any interest of hers to the 
consolidation or prestige of a party.”’ 


Now I want to know, whether that is the senti- 


| ment of the Democratic party upon this floor? 


Mr. COBB. Asa member of the Democratic 


party, I have listened to gentlemen nee the other | 


side of the House, to see whether I could hear 
I have not heard 


whether [ indorse the reopening of the African 
slave trade. I deprecate it. Now, gentlemen, 
speak out in the same way, and tell me whether 
you indorse the Helper book ? 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
the gentleman from Alfbama respond. 
Mr. COBB. I will do it always, sir. 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
men from South Carolina, whether either of them 
indorses these sentiments? 
Mr. MILES. Lam quite willing to answer the 
i most heartily, utterly, and from 


leries.] Itis not simply as to the obligations of 
the Constitution or paper instruments, or com- 


| pacts engrossed ae: but I recognize, in 


addition, the ‘* higher law’’ of sentiment and of 
honor, that compels me to obey the Constitution. 
[Cries of ‘* Good!’ and applause. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. ‘The gentleman has 
answered that he is opposed to evading or viola- 
ting any law. I[ask him whether he is in favor 
of the revival of the slave trade by the repeal of 
the law that prevents . , 


Mr. MILES. Ian prepared to say, Mr. 


| Clerk, that I am in fat or of reopening the Afri- 


can slave trade. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Is 
opposed to it? 

Mr. MILES, I wish to speak with perfect 
frankness. Itis my habit todo so. I have no 
disposition ever to shrink from or evade a question, 
or to state my position with the least obscurity. 
Iam not prepared to say that I am in favor of re- 
1 am not pre- 
pared to say that I may not be, at some future time, 
in favor of reopening it; but | am prepared to say, 
that so long as the laws of the land forbid our 
engaging in that traffic, J am utterly opposed to 
evading the laws or violating them In any shape 
orform. [Applause from the galleries.) With re- 
spect to the policy of reop ning the African slave 


the gentleman 


trade, it is useless and futile now even to discuss | 
| it. I believe that that is the sentiment of the great 
i majority of the southern people—even of that 


» gaining their consent, | 


| question ae ane 


As God is my judge, [ forswear forever this false | 


| 
lam very glad to hear | 


I will ask the gentle- | 





portion of the southern veople who occupy, as I 
do, the highest State-rights ground, and who be- 
lieve that itis the right and privilege of the State 
of this Confederacy to decide, under their comsti 
tutional obligation, what is best for their interest, 
and their material prosperity and advancement. 
There is no sensible man, North er South, who 
believes that we can, in the present Union, reopen 
the African slave trade legally. And I think that 
very few men will advocate the reopening of it 
illegally. I am certainly not one of those whe 
advocate anything illegal—anything that is no! 
perfectly open, aboveboard, and fair. Thatis m y 
position on the question. If I have not answered 
the gentleman fully and frankly, I desire that h: 
may further question me, and 1 will endeavor to 
do so. Now,I1 would like to ask that gentleman 
whether he is in favor of the repeal of the fugitive 
slave law, or of any modificauon of the fugitive 
slave law as it now stands on the statute-book ? 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. I will come to that 
{Hisses from the Demo- 


cratic benches, and cries of ** Answer now ey 


| will put my question to various gentlemen on my 


left, and one ata time. When they get through 
answering, I will pursue my argument, and come 
to this question. 

Mr. REAGAN. The gentleman from Illinois 
has seen that his party and himself have been 
arraigned for the indorsement of a book which i: 
pronounced incendiary and revolutionary. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I do not yield for the 
purpose of a speech. 

Mr. REAGAN. T do not intend to make a 
speech. The gentleman, instead of getting up and 
saying that he indorses or does not indorse that 
book, comes here and propounds doctrines which 
he regards as odious to the people of the nation, 


| and asks if we indorse a sentiment proposing to 


evade the law of the land, or to reopen the slave 
trade. I tell the gentleman, for one, that I went 


| before one of the largest districts in the extrem 


southern part of the nation, and was indorsed by 
a strength of public sentiment in favor of law and 
order and justice, greater than the public senti- 
ment against law and order and union which sent 
that gentleman here. Now, will the gentleman 
answer me this question fairly? Does he indors 

the doctrines of the Helper book, to which his 
name is attached? Let him answer like a man, 


| whether he indorses or repudiates those doctrines. 


{Applause from the Democratic benches and the 
eens) 

The CLERK called the galleries to order, de- 
ciaring thatif the order and decorum of the House 
were again violated he would feel it his duty to 
exercise the authority vested in him, and enforce 
the order of the House. 

Mr. STANTON. Will the gentleman from 
I}linois permit me to say a word here? 

Several Democratic Mempers. Let 
answer. 

Mr. STANTON. 
object. 

Mr. KEITT. Go on; nobody objects. 

Mr. STANTON I have heretofore sternly 
refused to make any response to the charges made 
against me as one of the indorsers of the Helper 
book, because I thought they were made ina tone 
of menace and intimidation, which forbade my 
reply. The gentleman from South Carolina has 
very frankly answered inquiries propounded to 
him in what I supposed to be pretty much the 


himself 


I hope gentlemen will not 


| same spirit; and I now feel it due to myself to say 


that, for myself and those whom I represent here, 


| so far as that Helper book countenances the idea 
of servile insurrection, I utterly abhor and detest 


it. There is not a man in my district—there are 
not as many men outside of the penitentiary as 


| there are in it in the State of Ohio—who would 
| tolerate such a thing for a moment. 


Mr. MILES. I understand the gentleman from 
Ohio to say that he declined answering these ques 
tions, hitherto propound d, because he thought 
they had been propounded in a spirit of mena 
and intimidation; but that, as I responded wo ques 
tions apparently put in the same spirit, he would 
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now imitate my practice. Allow me to ask the 
entleman from Illinois if I am to understand that 


his queries to me were | ropounds d ina spirit of 


menace and intimidation ? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Certainly not. 

Mr. MILES. I did not for one instant believe 
that the gentleman from I/linois was propounding 
his questions in any such spirit, for l suppose it 
is needless to say that no gentleman responds to 
queries propounded in a spirit of menace or in- 
timidation. I understood the questions to be pro- 
pounded courteously, and I responded in that 
same spirit ot courtesy. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. Lam gratified at 
the turn this discussion has taken, and that ven- 
tlemen are coming up and answering the ques- 
tions of my colleague frankly. I think now, it 
can be said with all propri ty that my colleague 
can proces d with his re mark :. | know that he 
will be frank and explicit upon all th 
which be will discuss. 

Mr. SMITH, of Vireinia. 1 insist that 
rentleman from Illinois proceed without further 
interruption. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. [decline to yi ‘Id fur- 
ther for any of this cross-firing. 

Mr. RUST. I desire to answer the question 
which the gentleman has propounded. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Doesthe gentleman 
from Illinois desire an answer to his question? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I did not ask the 
question of the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Then let the coun- 
try understand that the gentleman from Illinois 
desires no further answer to the question which 
he put to the Democratic party. 

Mr. RUST. I desire to answer the question. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I did not hear the 
remark of the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
Joun Cocurane.] 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I understand that 
the gentleman from Illinois has propounded a 
grave question to all who participate in the organ- 
ization of the Democratic party, whether the 
members of that party are in favor of a revival of 


issues 


the slave trade, or of a rep al of the laws prohib- 
iting it. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. lI have put no ques- 
‘on to the gentleman from New York. 
not asked any question of the Democratic party, 
as a whole. My question was propounded to 


I have | 


certain gentlemen from South Carolina, Missis- | 


sipp!, and Georgia. 

Mr. ASHMORE. As a Representative from 
south Carolina, I desire to answer the gentle- 
man’s question. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I cannot yield the floor 
just now: too many gentlemen seek it. 

' Mr. RUST. Will the gentleman permit me, 


as the Representative of the largest slaveholding 


constituency in the Union, to respond to his ques- 


tion? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 

present. 

Mr. BONHAM. Will the honorable member 
allow me to say a word ? 

Mr. ASHMORE. The gentleman called upon 
members from South Carolina to answer his ques- 
tion, and now he will not listen to a Representa- 
tive from South Carolina. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I put my question to 
the Representatives from South Carolina, but | 
want an answer from one at a time. 

Mr. ASHMORE. I have been trying for some 
time to giv: you an answer, but you will not 
hear mc. 

Mr. BONHAM. I hone the House will Ict 


the gentleman from [linois proceed according to 


I do not yield at 


hisown plan. He commenced with my colleague | 
on my right, [Mr. Mives,] and now I ask leave | 


to respond to his inquiry. 

I hold the act of 1820, which has branded the 
slave trade as piracy, to be unconstitutional and 
a blot upon our statute-book, and that it ought to 
be expunged; but I know of no party in the South 
which is m favor of agitating that question, with 
a view of having that law, or the act of 1819, re- 
pealed. As to the latter, lam not prepared to 
sav but that it is unconstitutional; but lam not 
in favor of agitatirte the question, nor do I know 
of any party in the South, or any considerable 
number of gentlemen of the Democratic party, or 
of any other party, who are in favor of the agita- 
tion of that question, with a view of repealing 
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the anti-slave-trade laws. As to whether I would 
be in favor of reopening the trade, in the event 
that this Confederacy should be disselved, I am 
not prepared to say, nor do I suppose that the 
rentieman now wants an answer to that ques- 
tion. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I simply desire an 
answer—if the gentleman sees fit to give it— 
whether he indorses the, sentiment of this book 
in favor of a reopening of the slave trade? [Lam 
not asking the gentleman whether he is in favor 
of evading the law, but whether he indorses the 
sentiments of this book, in favor of the revival 
of the slave trade by law ? 

Mr. BONHAM. No, sir; I do not. Itis quite 
impracticable. I do not know what we mightdo, 
if we were out of the Confederacy, That is an- 
other question. I have no scruples on the sub- 
ject of the African slave trade; none whatever. 
But I wish to say, as there has been a good deal 
said, and some bills of indictment have been found 
in the South, against those who are said to have 
violated the laws, that I do not stand in the atti- 


tude of one who indorses the violation of any of 


the existing laws of the country. Is that ex- 
plicit? 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. Perfectly so. I want, 
now, to inquire of the gentleman ‘from Missis- 
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sippi, (Mr. McRag,} who addressed the House | 


the other day, whether he indorses the sentiments | 


of this book or not? 

Mr. REAGAN. 
to interrupt him? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 

Mr. McRAE. 
cause the gentleman from Illinois has asked me 
a question; and I do not mean to have that right 
taken away from me. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I yield to the gentle- 
man from Mississippi for a response to my inter- 
rogatory. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Clerk, I thought that in 
the remarks which I made to the House a few 
days since, my opinionand my position upon this 
question were so distinctly stated that they could 
not be misunderstood. 
favor, as an individual, of reopening the slave 
trade. I stated, at the same time, that that was 


Will the gentleman allow me 


Not now. 


not the position of the Democratic party in Mis- | 


sissippi, or in any other southern State that I 
knew of. I stated that there were rentlemen who 
entertained opinions similar to mine on this ques- 
tion, and that so far as mine were individually 


concerned, I did not fear to express them here or | 


elsewhere. 
Now, I have to repeat that while this is my 


I have a right to the floor be- | 


I said, sir, that I was in | 


individual position, it is not the position of the | 


Democratic party in the State of Mississippi, or 
of any other State that I know of. That is what 
[ have to state upon that point. 

I have to say this, further: that I am a man of 


law and of order, and I am for the faithful ob- | 
servance and execution of the laws, as they now | 


stand, against the reopening of this traffic. Iam 
in favor of enforcing the laws as they now stand, 


but I consider them unconstitutional and bad laws; |! 


laws which are oppressive to the South; laws 


which take away from the southern States their | 


equality in this Union in reference to their labor 
system, so far as its supply is concerned. And 


where there are bad laws, I.am for their repeal; | 
but while they are Jaws on the statute-book, not | 


yet adjudicated by the courts to be unconstitu- 
tional, f am in favor of their observance, and op- 
posed to all evasions of them. Is that satisfac- 
tory? 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. Entirely so, Mr. Clerk. 
Mr. McRAE. Now, I wish to ask the gentle- 
man a question, and I put it honestly and fairly. 


Will he say that the southern States, in reference | 


to their labor system and its supply, are on a 


perfect equality with the non-slaveholding States, | 


with these laws against them? 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. I willanswer the ques- | 


tien of the gentleman, and all other questions that 
have been propounded to me, before I take my 


seat. 


CrawForp. | 
Mr. McRAE. ; 
him as declining to answer my question. 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. Notatall; but I do 
not wish to be diverted from my purpose at the 
present time. 


I would like now to have an answer to my | 
inquiry from the gentleman from Georgia, (Mr. 


I wish to say that I understand | 





| and undertake to fix _— the Democratic 


| tion of persons into the country. 
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Mr. McRAE. Ido not wish the gentleman to 
answer itnow. I only put the question. It is 
a fair onc. In fairness answer me; as in fairness 
I have answered you. 

Now, I wish to say this‘much more, that it is 
useless for any gentleman to rise upon this floor 

ke | party 
the responsibility of advocating the reopening of 
the slave trade. Those of us who have taken that 
position in ra neeyrennes taken the ground dis- 
tinctly that they did not mean to make it a party 
issue, or to commit any party to it. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I am very much of 
the opinion of the gentleman. I do not think 
that, bya fair construction of the platform of the 
Democratic party thus far, it can be fixed upon 
the Democratic party, or upon any national organ- 
ization, that they are in favor of a revival of the 
slave trade. But it can be just as fairly charged 
upon them, as it can be charged upon the Repub- 
lican party, that they indorse the acts of John 
Brown; yes, and with much more propriety. 

Mr. MecRAE. I wish to say further: that I 
believe I am the only member hin the State of 
Mississippi who entertains the opinions I have 
expressed in reference to the reopening of the 
slave trade. But, sir, lam one of the men who 
sustain slavery in all its phases. I believe tha 
in that institution we have the highest type of 
civilization. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I will now respond 
to the gentleman from Mississippi, [Mr. McRag.]} 
I understand him to ask me, if the South are upon 
an equality with the North, while these laws are 
upon the statute-book forbidding the importation 
of Africans, as slaves. Sir, in the North we have 
no such trade. Our labor, in the North, is free 
labor. You inthe South may have your free labor 
also. Howisit, then, that the people of the South 
are not on an equality with the North in reference 
to labor, because they may not import slaves? 
Why, sir, they have already four million slaves 
inthe slave States. By what right, then, can you 
claim that there has not been an equality between 
the North and the South upon the question of 
labor? Why, sir, should they have this eztraor- 
dinary right; this special, unnatural right; this 
right of carrying on a trade which was declared 
by our fathers to be piracy; the right to go to the 
shores of Africa, and buy, or by violence seize, 
import, and place upon their fields, men, women, 
and children, to do their labor, as slaves? I do 
not understand the gentleman when he says that 
they are not upon an equality with the North in 
every respect. What does the gentleman mean? 

Mr. McRAE. I will explain by putting the 
question in another shape. I ask the gentleman 
if the Congress of the United States pass a law 
forbidding the migration of free labor to your 
section of the country, would you consider that a 
fair law? Would you consider it putting your 
section upon an equality with the other sections? 
Would you consider that a fair law, which pro- 
hibits your getting additional labor? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. The gentleman is put- 
ting a question which supposes a case that could 
never exist. 

Mr. McRAE. Yes, sir, it could; because the 
Constitution declares that Congress shall not, 
prior to 1808, prohibit the migration or importa- 
i Now, we have 
laws upon the statute-book prohibiting the migra- 
tion or importation of slaves, but suppose Con- 
gress should pass a law prohibiting the migration 
of all persons, would he not consider it a stroke 
at the ips system and the power of the northern 
section, to prevent their increasing in population, 
vealth, and resources? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. But such a law would 
bear upon all sections alike. It is utterly out of 
the question. Congress has no authority, under 
the \Gonediiniion, nor any other right, to pass a 
law which shall forbid the mig: ation of any class 
of laborers to a particular section. 

Mr. McRAE. I thank the gentleman for his 
admission; that is just my position. I say that 
the Congress of the United States has no author- 
ity to prohibit the migration or importation of per- 
sons. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. The law forbidding 
the African slave trade, is a universal law which 
applies to every section of the United States, and 
not to the section of Mississippi. That is the 
difference. The gentleman puts to me a question 
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whether we would have a right to deprive a par- 
ticular section of the United States of the labor 
which they derivafrom the migration of foreign- 
ers to their soil. } say there is nosuch authority 
anywhere under the Constitution for the passage 
of such alaw. Laws must be general. They 
must apply to every section of the country. ‘The 
gentleman says, suppose we should pass a law to 
prevent the migration of free laborers into a por- 
tion of the United States. I reply to that, that 
the different sections of the Union would not then 
be equal. But if a law were passed prohibiting 
the migration into any part whatever of the Uni- 
ted States, then all sections would be upon an 
equality, would they not? Practically they would, 
and theoretically they would. At the present, 
the free laborers of Germany, Ireland, England, 
Scotland, and every othercountry, can come with- 
out restraint to this country,and they are as much 
at liberty to land at New Orleans asat New York, 
if they so please, so far as any law of Congress is 
concerned. 

Mr. KEITT. Will the gentleman allow me to 
make a single statement in response to the inquiry 
of the gentleman from Mississippi, {[Mr. McRar?] 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I prefer not to yield. 
I have already yielded a liberal portion of my 
time for interrogatories. 

Mr. KEITT. 
gentleman, and I will not detain him a minute. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Well, proceed. 

Mr. KEITT. The gentleman from Mississippi 
asked the gentleman from Illinois whether he 
would put the South upon an equality with the 
North, in respect to its labor. The gentleman 
from Illinois answered the question by saying that 
they were now upon terms of equality, because 
free labor was admitted on both sides. Now, I 
will not take up the time of the House by saying 
anything in defense of any proposition, but sim- 
ply to call his attention to the fact that there is a 
clause in the Constitution which says that Con- 
gress shall not, prior to 1808, prohibit the impor- 
tation of such persons as any of the States shall 
choose to permit. Now, Mr. Pinckney, who in- 
troduced that clause into the convention which 
framed the Constitution, remarked ofterwards, in 
a speech upon the floor of Congress, that he at 
the time made this explanation of that clause: 
that, in his opinion, by the time that limitation 
was reached, slavery would have been abolished 
in all the States except at the South; that the 
North would be colonized by free labor, and the 
South by slave labor; that, therefore, until that 
time, the migration, by voluntary movement, 
should apply to the free labor system, and im- 
portation by involuntary movement in regard to 
the slave labor system—I mean the importation 
of Africans; that Congress was to prohibit neither 
migration nor importation up to that time—plac- 
ing both sections upon an equality; after that they 
were to goon. I merely give this statement of 
Mr. Pinckney; I make no comments upon it. 

Mr.CURTIS. LI wish tocontrovert that state- 
ment of General Pinckney. 

Mr. KEITT. ‘That he said it? 

Mr.CURTIS. I think the gentleman must be 
mistaken. I have always understood distinctly 
the position of that convention to be this: that mi- 
gration and importation are entirely distinct. The 
Constitution gave to Congress the right to impose 
a tax upon importation, but gave them no power 
to impose such a tax upon migration. 

Mr. KEITT. Why not? 

Mr.CURTIS. Because the next clause in the 
same section distinctly says: 

‘A tax or duty may be imposed on such importation not 
exceeding ten dollars for each person.”’ 

Mr. KEITT. Importation of slaves? 

Mr. CURTIS. Importation of any persons. 

Mr. KEITT. Well, sir, I can show you Mr. 
Pinckney’s authority. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I cannot yield further. 
I have answered the questions put to me by the 
gentleman from Migsissippi, who inquired of me 
if I thought all sections of the country were upon 
an equality. But in so far as I have already an- 
swered it, { have dealt with it as a dry legal prop- 
osition, leaving out of view the great moral ques- 
tion involved in this African slave trade; but when 
you put in comparison the migration of free per- 
sons for the free labor of the North with the im- 
portation of Africans for the slave labor of the 
South, a moral question arises overshadowing 


I do not want to interrupt the 





in importance all questions of Constitution or 
laws. 

Mr. McRAE. Ldid not ask the gentleman’s 
opirion in reference to the question of morality. 
We were simply discussing the question of le- 
gality. The gentleman, however, misunderstood 
me in reference to the migration of free persons 
to only one portion of the country. I intended 
to make the proposition a general one. I do not 
say that the Congress is authorized to pass a law 
prohibiting the migration of persons into th 
northern States; but I did not put the question in 
its moral phase atall. When that comes up fairly, 
if it ever shall come up—and I do not intend to 
introduce it, for it presents a question upon which 
there isa divided sentiment at the 
be ready to meet it. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. The gentleman from 
Georgia, |Mr. Crawrorp,]towhom | propounded 
a quesuion, rose a moment snice; 
him. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I would be glad 
the gentleman’s question again. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. It was, whether th. 
vrentleman from Georgia indorsed the doctri ot 
from which I have read, in reference t 
revival of the African slave 
Mr. CRAWFORD. I have never read 
bookat all. 

Mr. LAMAR. Did you recomni nd it? 

Mr. CRAWFORD. No, sir. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. My question is 
you in favor of reopening th 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Und ra particular State 
of circumstances, | announce that I would b 
At the present time, | am opposed to the ret 
ing of the African slave trade; and so is the Dem 

i party of Georgia. ‘Tl 
he 


South—lI shall 


Lt will now hear 


io h 


the bo K, 


+] 
ul 


i trade, 


A fas 
ALiricah Siave tra 


men 


ocratk ‘here are circum- 
stanees, as I stated during the last session of 
Congress, in which I would be in favor of it; but 
at present I am not, nor is my party. And 1 may 
say the same in reference to the Opposition party. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH.  Lhave been asked by 
several gentlemen upon my left, whether | in- 
dorsed the doctrine of the Helper book. I wil 
say here that | have not read the entire book. I 
never saw a copy of it until I came to this House 
si¢ I have 
of the book; and, in so far as any passages of it 
can be fairly construed into the advocacy of ser- 
vile insurrections, a raid upon the slave States, or 
the encouraging of the slav 


the present session. looked at some pages 


of their masters, I do not indorse the Helper book. 

Mr. REAGAN. Do you indorse so much of 
that book as recommends the slaves to rise against 
their masters, and the non-slaveholding whites to 
organize themselves against the slaveholders, and 
proseribe them politically and socially ? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I want to say to the 
rentlen that were La resident of a slave Stat 


£ ian, that Le 
regarding slavery as I now do, | have no doubt | 


would, if I could, advocate an enlightenment of 


A x nis P ‘ 
hoiders of my 


the non-slavi ‘tlon to their true 
interests, whatever they might | But lL would 


' 
not advocate 


sistance of the 


hor encourage a re 
laws, nor the use of violence by non-slaveholders 


against the slaveholders, nor ine 
trine which would lead to 
should advocate and inculeate such doctrines and 
teachings as would lead to a peaceful emancipa- 
tion. So far as I have read the Hel; 

do not think the passages which » been quoted 
here have been fairly construed; yet I must say, 
in fairness, ‘ 


any aoc- 


insurrection; but J 


ileate 


r book, I 


that there are some passares in this 


work in which I do not concur in any event. 
There are some passages which are badly eX- 
pressed, and cannot be justified; but in so far 
as the book indorses the doctrines of Thom 


1 
‘: : 
Jefferson, whose lanzuage s; in so fur as 


it quot 


~it quotes and indorses Washington and Madison 


and Mason and Lee and Henry and Pinckney, 
and other great lights of the Revolution and the 
Constitution, I indorse the book. 

And here allow me to remark, Mr. Clerk, that 
the very passages to which gentlemen upon the 
other side of the House have xeeption, 
and have most severely criticised, are nothing in 
the world but the advocacy of the Doveas doc- 
tsine of ‘‘ unfriendly legislation.’’ Helper, in his 


taken ¢ 


book, recommends that the non-slaveholders of 


the South shall organize into a party, and legis- 
late against slavery. He recommends them to tax 
each slaveholder so much a head for his slaves. 
That is the very.argument that Dove as has used 
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time and again, in reference to slavery in the Ter- 
ritories: and he illustrated his argument, as you 
all remember, by instancing the case of liquor 
being imported into a Territory contrary to th 
wishes of the people. He says the people of a 
Terriiory may tax it, and so legislate against it 
as to make the importation warthless, and to drive 
it out. And so he says they may do in reference 
toslavery. Helper re commends to the slave Stat 
what Dovenas says the Territories may practi 
with perfect propriety — unfriendly legislation | 
Now, if there is any Dovenas man upon t 
floor, who thinks th not fair in 
comparing his doctrin Helper book, 
let him rise and take exception to ny 
position, ; 


Mr. FOUKE 


mv criticism 8 
to that of the 


in hus pla 


| will not avAll MVs lf of the 


gentleman's tnvitation, but if T can t the floor 
after him | will endeavor to answer him. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. So far as slavery m 
the Stat is concerned—and | speak for mysel 


as the gentleman from Mississippi |Mr. MeRat 
said he spoke for himself, and do not throw the 
responsibility upon my party at all 


the States 1s con 


valk 


>ar is sia 
erned, | say Ido not 


mnstitutional au 


very in 
believe that Congress has the « 


thority to leotslate avam S33 I do not believe | 
have, as aciuzen of Lihnois, any right, politically, 
to do anything of the Kind; nor hav l any right 


to advocate, advise, or engace In a war upon the 


rights or property of the citizens of the slavehold- 
ine States, or any others. I never held to that 
doctrine, nor 1s there a man in my district who 
holds to any such doctrine. I don hink thet 


Is one. 

Mr. MILES. 1 must say to th 
that I hear his bys 
lt was only th 


extract from a letter 


eman 


remark with lute amazement 


morning | saw the copy of an 
ritten to Governor Wis 
of Virginia, by a prominent gentleman in Chi 
cago, In which he assured Governor Wise that 
he knew the fact that some Abolition im Ch 
cago were positively eal correspond nee With \} 
olittonists in Ohio and the New Eneland Stat 
to oreanize a considerable body of men to proceed 
to Virginia to rescue John Brown, and yet tl 
gentleman says that there is not a single person 
in his district who would advocate, advise. or 
engage in a war against the rights or property 
of the citizens of a slave holding State. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Will the gentleman 
vive the name of the writer of that letter? 

Mr. MILES. Ido not know who he is; end if 
I did, I would notgive it, for l presume the letter 
was confidential. 


Lr peat again, thar the gentle- 
man’s statement is 


amazing; and when he said 
that not one citizen of Chicago would be in faver 
of making a raid into a —40f thy pul 
pose of attacking the institution of slavery, Lcould 


slave Stat 


but mention what came to my knowledge this 
morning. 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. That is always the 


way. When they ask us qui stions, and we ¢ 


swer them, they vet up and deny that we answe) 
them truly and fairly. When [ ask them que 

tions, and they answer them p mptiy and with 
fairness, you hear no such demial from us. When 


they put questions to us, and we : wer them, 
they say, ** that is 


Mr. MILES. 


to the 


only to lull u 

| did not impute any moves 
remark 
no doubt he was 
conscientious mn it—that there was not one etizen 
of the ( who would sympathize 
actively in any raid upon a slave State, | thought 
it fair and legitimate for me to mention the fact 
that I had seen a copy of an extract from a letter 
to Governor Wise prominent citizen of 
Chicago, in which he stated that he knew thu 
there were citizens of Chicaco who were willit 
to combine with citizens of Ohio and New Fr 
land to make a violent irruption up 
Virginia, for the purpos« ‘ 


entleman; but when he made the 


that, in his belief—and I have 


citv ot Ch wo 


irom a 


yyy thie 


1?yr Of 


of reseuipes John Hrown 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. It may be that som: 
such letter has been written to Governor Wis 
but Dhave no doubt that it was one of the thou 


sand hoaxes that have 
W ise. 
Mr. MILES. 


does not behevi 


been played on Governor 


Will the ¢ 
that there is any person in Cl 
cago who would have been willing to go into Vin 


ntleman say tiat 


ginia, and, by force of arms, rescue John Brown 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. 


Is ANY such person. 


I do not beheve there 
[ know of no such man, 





~~ 
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Mr. MILES. Is there not a paper published | his lips, and never could fall from his lips. The 


in your district by a Mr. Wentworth? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Yes, sir. we 

Mr. MILES. What is the name of it: 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. The Chicago Demo- 
crat. 

Mr. MILES. I am told that it isa Republican 
paper. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Certainly, it is. 

Mr. MILES. I would like to know the course 
of at paper with reference to John Brown. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL 


} 


r. FARNSWORTH. I can state to the gen- | 
ileman that that paper came out, some time since, | 


in favor of Sam Houston, of Texas, for President. 
If the gentleman imagines that that paper isa very 
dangerous paper, | can assure him that I do not 
think it is, except to the Democratic party. 

Mr. MILES. I put it to any fair-minded man, 
is not that an evasion? What has Sam Houston 
to do with the sympathy of Chicago for old John 
Brown? (Applause. | 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
with him as I have, or the gentleman from South 
Carolina. 


Mr. MILES. Again, I leave ittoany fair-minded 


person, if that is a frank reply to my question. I 
ask him what course the Republican paper, edited 
by Wentworth, took with regard to this John 
Brown affair? 
Mr. HOUSTON, (in his seat.) 
anewer, ansver. [Laughter. 
fr. FARNSWORTH. The gentleman will 


Oh, answer, 


Just as much to do | 


and over again. 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. fr, as the gentleman 


says, that statement has been authoritatively con- 


tradicted, | have never seen the contradiction. 
I wish now to proceed with Black Diamonds, | 


and it comes in here very well in connection with 
John Brown. In letter ten of this book, written 
from Washington city, in 1858, he speaks of the 


| raid of William Walker into Nicaragua, in con- 


nection with the extension of what he calls “‘ the 
institution of the South.”’ He asks this ques- 
tion: 

** Shall the institution, which has built up the commerce 


and industry of such large portions of the civilized world, 
that has so identified itself with the progress of the age, that 


| is so beneficent to national strength and character, that 


secures the bulwarks of social conservatism, that inspfres 


| with independence, refines the soul, and nourishes a grace- 


ful pride; shall an institution at once so powerful and so 
polishing be condemned to extinction, or shall it continue 


| to flourish and gather strength and beneficence in the com 


ing time ? 

**One step toward the accomplishment of this destiny, 
one advance toward the rearing of that great southern em- 
pire whose seat is eventually to be in Central America, and 
whose boundaries are to inclose the Gulf of Mexico, was the 
memorable expedition of William Walker to Nicaragua, 


| invited there by one of its revolutionary chiefs. 
* The objects of that expedition, my dear C., were for 


see that it is very difficult for me to answer what || 


particular course A, B,C, or any newspaper took | 


in respect to a particular subject, and especially the 
Chicago Democrat. ‘The gentleman asks me what 
course the Chicago Democrat took in regard to 
the raid of John Brown. 
Chicago Democrat spoke of John Brown (as he 
was represented by Governor Wisc) as a brave 
man; viewed from his stand-point, a hero, and, 
perhaps, a martyr. That is all 1 know of it. I 
do not recollect to have ever seen in the Chicago 
Democrat anything that tended to incite to a re- 
' ‘on of the slave States, or to a servile insurrec- 
tron. Lrecollect nothing of the kind. If the gen- 
tieman thinks he can find such, I have no doubt 
ihe files of the Chicago Democrat are open to him, 
and I advise him to subscribe for it. 

Mr. MILES. Now, I would put this to any 


So far as | know, the | 


fair-minded human being in all the length and | 


breadth of the civilized world. 
proclaims that a man who incites a slave to mur- 
der his master; who secretly goes into a slave 


State, and accumulates arms of a murderous de- | 


scription to be Pe into the hands of slaves for the 
purpose of enabling them to butcher their mas- 
ters—if, | say, a paper will proclaim that such a 
man is a hero aa a martyr, does it not directly 
incite others to pursue the same course of hero- 
ism, In order to reach the sa>« glorious crown of 
martyrdom? [Applause.] 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Governor Wise did 
the same thine. Governor Wise declared that 
John Brown was the gamest man he ever saw. 

Mr. MILES. Was not Dick Turpin, the high- 


wayman, whose history we have all read in our 


If a paper openly | 


youth, quite as game a man as old John Brown? | 


|Laughter.] Robin Hood was as game a man, 
and so was Little John. Mere physical courage 
is no such great virtue. It is the want of it which 
makes the poltroon and coward. 1 
age is not enough to make a hero of a miscreant 
who violates all law. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. 


l have said that I was 


a long time extensively misunderstood. They are now 
being apprehended by the northern people ; they were long 
ago appreciated by the people of the South. It was to 
found, in a glorious land of promise, the institutions of the 
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| of Democratic papers, whose indorsements have 
thing has been authoritatively contradicted over || been read at the Clerk’s desk. 


| 
| 
j 


Mr. COBB. Lama Democyat. Will the gen- 


| tleman let me speak for my constituents upon that 


subject? I deprecated the movement of William 
Walker on every stump in my State. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. IT ecannot yield to the 
gentleman; for I do not think that when he speaks 
against William Walker he speaks for the State 
of Alabama. If I recollect aright, when this sub- 


ject was under discussion two years ago, a large 


number of the members of Congress from his sec- 


| tion of the country, and especially from the State 
|| of Alabama, indorsed the act of William Walker 


entirely. 

Mr. COBB. I deprecated the movement all 
along, and I know of no member from Alabama 
eXcept one who approved of it 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. This book does in- 
dorse the raid of William Walker, and it is in- 


| dorsed by the Washington Constitution, the New 


York Herald, and other leading Democratic or- 
gans. 
Mr. BONHAM. Who did the New York 
Herald support for President at the last election? 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. The Herald has been 


| the mouthpiece of Mr. Buchanan since his elec- 


tion. 


Mr. McKEAN. Willthe gentleman from Illi- 


{| nois yield the floor for a ballot for Speaker? 


South, to extend them to other inviting countries of Spanish | 


America, and, on the doubly-secured foundation of these 
institutions, and of military ideas of government, to build 
up the great tropical empire of America. 

** This great idea, I have reason to believe, was conceived 


, in its fullness by William Walker. Regardless of the clamors | 


of the world, he pursued, in reserve, though with a burn 


| ing spirit,the single object to which he devoted fortune, 


Physical cour- | 


| le 


not aware that the Chicago Democrat indorsed the | 


act of John Brown. On the contrary, I think he 
disapproved of it. I have no question of it. But 
I say that very likely the Chicago Democrat may 
have said that John Brown was a hero from his 
stand-point; and in that, he said nothing more 
than Governor Wise substantially said, when he 
declared that John Brown was a brave man; that 
he would take his word and rely on his truth for 
anything; that he was the gamest man he ever 
saw. 

Mr.McCLERNAND. Willmy colleague yield 
me the floor for a moment? E 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. 


I cannot. 


Mr. PRYOR. I desire to make a correction of | 


the statement which the gentleman has just made 
—inadyertently, no doubt, 


moral character of John Brown, never did fall frem | 


The language which |) 
he imputes to Governor Wise in indorsing the || 


life, and honor. And while that world was regarding his 


expedition as a short-sighted and rapacious conquest, a | 


mere raid, a vulgar seizure of a nation’s territory, he, in 
secret, had undertaken one of the grandest schemes ever 
set afoot in the western world. 

‘Crushed may be all the aspirations of one individual. 
But the idea of empire conceived by an unfortunate leader 
can never die from the hearts of the South. Ever perpet 
uated and ever living, it will seek its accomplishment on 
and on, perseveringly and at the last irresistibly. This, 
dear C., is a serious truth; and the American people of all 
sections, of all countries, and of both continents, might as 
well accept the manifest destiny of a great, slave southern 
empire in the tropics of the western hemisphere. 

“* We have the strange, prophetic words of Walker him- 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. Not now; I prefer to 
goon. This book calls William Walker a hero, 
and gentlemen of the Democratic party on this 
floor and in the Senate called William Walker a 
hero; he has been so represented at the South; 
he has been feted and feasted, he has been exalted 
and almost deified in certain sections of the coun- 
try for this raid which he made upon a friendly 
nation, with which we were at peace 

Mr. COBB. Does not the gentleman know 
that that expedition of Walker was conceived in 
New York, and that three fourths of the men who 
went with him went from the North? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I have not heard what 
the gentleman has said. I cannot yield further 
or I shall never get through, and I know the dis- 
position of the House to proceed to a ballot. 


Mr. LAMAR. Will the gentleman from Illi- 





| nois yield to me for a moment? 


self, when surrounded by his enemies, indicating the end, || 


and prompting the southern heart to its consummation. 


whatever the errors of the head, was yet a hero in his | 


heart. 

*¢In such a war as they are now waging against us, there 
can be but one result. ‘They may destroy my whole force 
—a circumstance I deem almost or quite impossible ; they 


may kill every American now in Nicaragua; but the seed | 


is sown, and not all the forces of Spanish America can 
prevent the fruit from coming to maturity. The more sav- 
age the nature of the war they wage against us, the more 
certain the result, the more terrible the consequences. I 
may nat live tosee the end, but I feel that my country- 
men will not permit the result to be doubtful. [| know that 
the honor and the interests of the great country, which, 
despite of the foreign service [am engaged in, I still love 
to cali my own, are involved in the present struggle. That 
honor must be preserved inviolate, and those interests niust 
be jealously maintained. Nothing but our own sense of 
the justice of the cause we are engaged in, and 0/ its import- 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. Iwill yield to the gen- 


| tleman from Mississippi if he will not occupy too 
These words, dear C., I recite as those of a man, who, || 


much time. 

Mr. LAMAR. I will notdoso. I wish tosay, 
Mr. Clerk, for myself, that I think the gentleman 
is not pursuing a course of argument which is fair 


| —certainly, he is pursuing one more ingenious 


ance to the country of our birth, has enabled us to struggle | 


on as far as we have done. We may perish in the work 
we have undertaken, and our cause may be for a time lost; 
but if we fall,we feel it is in the path of honor. And what 
is life, or what is success, in comparison wit! the conscious- 
ness of having performed a duty, and of having coSperated, 
no matter how slightly, in the cause of improvement and 
progress.’ 


** Beautiful, glorious words! ‘They are 


he words of ' 


tH) 
southern heroism—uttered by a hero, and uttered by him | 


when the storm was beating darkest around the pathway 
he was then treading, and where his countrymen will seek 
his footsteps among the blood stains of the battle-field.” 

* A : 


~ > * ” * * * * 


“Turn we, for a moment, dear C., tothe conciuding por- 
tion of the thrilling language of soul-greatness that I have 
just quoted. How noble, heroic, and transcendental the 


sentiment that can hold life and personal success in such | 


little estimation! How eloquent, indeed, of that high and 
ravishing enthusiasm which impels, animates, and sustains 


the noble and chivalrous leaders of progress everywhere ; | 
which is superior to success; which is nobly careless of | 


human criticism; and which is its own reward, whether 
it leaves its memorial of greatness in the splendid monu- 
ments of fortune, or in the nameless grave of self-devo- 


tion. 
“Truly yours, By A. &. 


To D. M. C., Esq., New York.” 


Here we have William Walker and his party, 
who were engaged in a piratical raid — a 
neighboring and friendly nation, indorsed by the 
Washington Constitution, by the New York Her- 
ald, by the New York News, and by a whole host 


| 





| into Nicaragua. 


than fair. I desire to say, sir, and in this I speak 
only for myself, not for my State, that I am op- 
posed to the reopening of the slave trade, and that 
! have always been opposed to fillibustering. But 
I desire to give the gentleman the entire benefit of 
his whole argument. Now, for the sake of the 


| argument, we will suppose that the South does 


wish to reopen the slave trade, and that she does 
view with some complacency Walker’s irruption 
I say that, for the sake of argu- 
ment, I will suppose all that; and I ask the gentle- 
man if there is in that view of the case any attack 
upon the North? Does the bringing of negroes 
from Africa into the South upheave the bosom of 
northern society, or threaten the existence of her 
institutions ? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Mr. Clerk 

Mr. LAMAR. Just one moment longer, sir. 
Here are two sections, one—the North—making 





'adirect attack upon the other, ¢f care not what 
| you call it,) and attempting to surround it with a 


| 





cordon of free States with the avowed object of 
subverting and annihilating its domestic institu- 
tions: the other seeking colonization and empire 
in a manuer not inconsistent with the rights or 
interests of a single freeman north of Mason and 
Dixon’s line. You need not make disclaimers. 
I was upon the floor of the Senate when your 
great leader, Wittiam H. Sewarp, announced 
that startling programme of anti-slavery senti- 
ment and action against the South—against a 
people whom he is ound by all the obligations 
which honor can impose to love and protect; a 
programme that fell with stunning effect upon the 
mind of the whole people of the country; when 
he declared that as soon as this Administration 
passed away, thisanti-slavery sentiment would get 
possession of the machinery of the Government; 





: 
; 
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that it would wield this enginery to the overthrow 
and extinction of southern institutions: that it 
would remodel the Supreme Court in order that 
its decisions should no longer confirm to us what 
we believe to be the constitutional rights of the 
South; and, sir, in his exultation, he exclaimed— 
for I heard him myself—that he hoped to see the 
day when there would not be the foot-print of a 
sinele slave upon this continent. And when he 
uttered this atrocious sentiment, his form seemed 
to dilate, his pale, thin face, furrowed by the lines 
of thought and evil passions, kindled with malig- 
nant triumph, and his eye glowed and glared upon 
southern Senators as though the fires of hell were 
burningin his heart. [Applause in the galleries. } 

Mr. FARNSWORTH, (earnestly.) God grant 
that I, too, may see the day when the foot of a 
slave will not rest on this continent! 

Mr. BONHAM, (in his seat.) 
see it. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. So far as that senti- 
ment is concerned, every patriot should love and 
venerate it. It was uttered by George Washing- 
ton. who declared that so far as he was concerned, 


his vote never should be wanting to bring about | 
That is what Thomas Jef- | 


that state of things. 
ferson hoped. That was the sentiment of Mad- 
ison, and of nearly all the fathers. It was the 
doctrine of the’ men who created this glorious 
Republic. 


mistakes the inspired light which emanates from 


the altar of the most high God for the fires of 


hell. That, sir, is the conflict which is foreshad- 
owed in the Richmond Enquirer. Sir, I indorse 
that sentiment. But, by that, I do not indorse 
John Brown’s raid, nor Helper’s book. ishould 
be very sorry, indeed, to hear any man in my 
section of the country say that he did not hope 
to live to see the day when the last slave shall be 
rid of his shackles in America. 

A Member. That day will never come. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. And that this glorious 
country may repose in peace and prosperity— 
truly, 

“ The land of the free and the home of the brave.”’ 


Mr. REAGAN. 


me a word right here. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. No, excuse me; I shall 


0 } Sut right | 
here, Mr. Clerk, as 1 have been asked in regard | 


never get through if I yield further. 


to the fugitive slave law,I am perfectly willing, 


gentleman is wholly 


You will never | 


And the gentleman from Mississippi | 


I ask the gentleman to allow | 
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eratuitous. I have not said 
that they have done anything in violation of law. 

Mr. LOGAN. lLunderstood the gentleman to 
say they had taken men out of the State in viola- 
tion of law. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I have not so stated. 

Mr. LOGAN. Now, just one word. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Excuse 
i said that in some portions of the State 
s, as T heard through the newspapers, 
’, I believe, or in the neighborhood, 
certainly in the county, some colored men were 


of Ilinoi 


at Jonesboro 


captured and their masters advertised for, and in | 
the meantime the negroes were put in jail until | 


they could find their masters. 
that was right. 

Mr LOGAN. Now, let me say a word: 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I cannot yield. 

Mr. LOGAN. If you will allow me, I will 
explain the facts of that case, 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I will yield for that 
yurpose. ; 


Mr. LOGAN. 


A gentleman says 


people in reference to the matter. <A fugitive 
slave was captured and taken outof jail on a writ 
of habeas corpus, by a man of the name of B. G. 
Roots, of Perry county, in my district. He was 
brought before one of the judges of the supreme 
court, in Ottawa 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. That is not the case 
I refer to. I decline to yield. 
that the other day in your speech. 

Mr. LOGAN. I will explain the matter to 
which the gentleman refers. I say he was res- 
cued by the Republicans from the marshal. Some- 
time afterwards, l understand that two negroes 
were arrested near the town of Jonesboro’, forty 
miles distant from where I reside; and in order 
to prevent their rescue in the same manner by 





the Republicans. they were detained until their | 


I in- 
I think they were right in so 


masters were notified and came for them. 
dorse that act. 


notifying their masters and delivering them up; | 


and our people will still continue to do so. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. You indorse them, 
do you? 

Mr. LOGAN. Yes, sir; I do. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. And their masters 
were advertised for? Well, John Randolph once 
said, that if Virginia did not get rid of her slaves, 
the time would come when the tables would be 


me, if you | 


These are the facts, and I tell || 
the gentleman that I indorse the action of the | 


You explained || 


|| whose duty it is to execute such law. 
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Mr. FARNSWORTH. Idecline to yield; “ 
for all, I decline. I say we will not perform 
offices in the North; offices which, in the sout! 
States, are performed by constables and bic. 
hounds, oat be performed 








eave in the North to | 
by Democrats. You can take your fugitive s! 
if you ean get them, but we will not help you. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. Then you are not will- 
ing to obey the Constitution of the country. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I deny that the Con- 
stitution imposes any obligation upon me that I 
am not ready to perform. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. You will violate the Con- 
stitution you take an oath to support, because 
that Constitution provides for the rendition of 
fugitive slaves. You declare that you will not 
obey that requirement, and to that extent you 
violate your oath. {Applause.] 

| Mr. FARNSWORTH. 1 say to the gentle- 


man that the Constitution nowhere provides that 


"? 


I shall render up fugitive slaves. 
Mr. BARKSDALE. It provides for the ren 
dition of fugitive slaves. Youare a citizen o° he 


country, and bound to obey it and carry ou! its 
»rovisions; and unless you do it you are atretor. 
[A »plause and hisses in the gallerivs.} 

The CLERK. The Clerk feels himself corn 
| pelled to order the Sergeant-at-Arms, upon th 
next occurrence of applause in the galleries, to 
| clear them and to close the doors. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I have already said 
that I declined to yield the floor to these inter- 
ruptions. : 

Ir. BARKSDALE. I do not desire to inter- 
| rupt the gentleman any further. all 
\| I desired. 
|| Mr. FARNSWORTH. The Constitution pro- 
|| vides that no person held to service or labor in one 
| State, under the laws thereof, fleecing to ano’! >r, 
| shall, in consequence of any lay regulauon 

therein, be discharged from such service or labor; 
| but shall be delivered up on claim of the party to 
|| whom such service or labor may be due—upon 

proper proof, of course. That provision of the 

Constitution does not make it my duty, as a ci 

zen of Illinois, to hunt these men down; and wher 
| you provide, by congressional enactment, for the 
| rendition of such fugitives, you provide officers 
Let them 
|| do it; but I tell gentlemen that when’ they come 
|| to my door and ask me to turn out and chase one 
|| of these men, I'll spurn them. I tell them they 


I have said 


as an individual and as a member of the House 


turned, and the slaves would advertise for run- 
of Representatives, to answer. One of my col- 


away masters. And that is what they are doing 
| out there in southern Illinois. 


do not know the character of the man they ask. 
I tell them that never, so help me God, will | put, 
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leagues, the other day, in a speech upon this floor 
declared that the Republican party 1n Illinois re- 
fused to catch fugitive slaves. 
that work for the Democrats to do; that the Re- 
publicans called it the dirty work of the Demo- 
cratic party, and that the Democratic party in 
Illinois were willing to do that kind of dirty work. 
Sir, he spoke truly when he said that. 


men on their way from slavery, they donot thereby 
say that they will stand out in resistance to the 
law. But they will leave the dirty work of catch- 
ing slaves to the Democrats. I would like to ask 


any southern man in this House whether he | 


would be willing to turn out and catch a fugitive 
slave for anybody? F 

A Memser. Yes. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I ask my colleague 
whether he is opposed to the execution of the 
fugitive slave law. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. [believe that in some 
maps of the lower section of the State of Il- 
inois, sometimes known as Egypt, they are in 
the habit of catching black men, and instead of 
waiting for advertisements for runaway slaves, 
they put them in jail and advertise for runaway 
masters. 

Mr. LOGAN. I represent that portion of 
southern Illinois called Egypt, and when any man 
asserts that the people of Egypt are in the habit 


of dealing with fugitive slaves contrary to law, || that respect we are willing to remain ina state of 


he says what 1s wholly false. 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
the gentleman. 


Mr. LOGAN. 


slaves and detain them in violation of law, he 
states that which is wholly untrue. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. The remark of the | 


e said they left | 


But sir, | 
when the Republicans of Illinois say they will | 


| but peremptorily. 


I did not understand | 


I say that any man who asserts 


that the people of southern Illinois arrest fugitive || not in favor of an armed resistance to it, and I 


in Illinois, and not only for them, but, to the 
credit of human nature and manhood be it spoken, 


| for alarge portion of the Democrats in my part of 


the State, that they will not step one inch—not 


one inch will they budge—for the purpose of cap- 
turing men, women, or children, and sending 
|| them back into slavery. 

join in no hue and cry for catching men and wo- | 


Mr. BARKSDALE. 
me to interrupt him. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
respectfully. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. 
question. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. 


No, sir. 


less I am permitted to go on. 
Mr. BARKSDALE. 
this side of the House. ' 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. I have got through 
with that subject. I was saying that the Repub- 
licans in Illinois, in taking the position I have 
mentioned, that they would not, in the way I have 


stated, execute the fugitive slave law, do not there- | 


by authorize armed resistance to it. 

A Memsaer. They adopt the policy of masterly 
Inactivity. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. A gentleman on my 
right says ** masterly inactivity.’’ Yes, sir, I ac- 
ceptthatword. It isa masterly inactivity, and in 


masterly inactivity. So far as I am concerned, I 
believe the present fugitive slave law is unconsti- 
tutional; | always believed it to beso. I believe 
it is inhuman in many of its provisions, but I am 


will not step out of my way to assist in the cap- 
ture of any fugitive slave. 
Mr. BARKSDALE. 


Now, sir, I say, 
| and in this I speak for the entire Republican party 


Will the gentleman allow | 
I decline, | 
I desire to ask you a 


I decline respectfully, | 
I shall never get through un- | 


You asked questions of 


Let me ask a question. | 


or assist to put, the shackles upon a human 
being who has committed no crime; never. 1 
leave that ‘dirty work’’ for the Democratic party 
of my State. 

Mr. WELLS. I appeal to the gentleman from 
Illinois to give way for the purpose of takiag a 
vote. [Cries of “No!” « Noi upon the Dem- 
ocratic side; and ‘Goon !’’ from the Repablicn ns.] 

|| The CLERK. Does the gentleman from IIli- 
nois yield? 
| Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
yield now. 
|| I have shown you, Mr. Clerk, that however 
| eloquent those gentlemen may be in the denun- 
ciation of the raid of John Brown into Virginia, 
we have an offset in their approval of the raid 
of Walker into Nicaragua, which is indorsed by 
|| the Democratic organ in this city, by the New 
York Herald, and other distinguished Democratic 
| papers. 
Now, sir, we have listened for three weeks to 
| threats of disunion from the other side of the 
|| House; we have even had threats from Demo- 
| cratic newspapers in this city, that if this House 
organize by the election of a Republican Speaker, 
| they would dissolve this Union. 1 send to the 
|| desk, and ask the Clerk to read, a paragraph 
|| which I cut from the Washington States. 


The Clerk read the paper, as follows: 


No, sir; I will not 





The South is to be driven to madness by Sewanp and 
his stipendiaries. She is to be deliberately insulted from 
day to day by the arch enemies of the Constitution. The 
very act of its organization, as attempted, is in flagrant hos- 
tility to all that she cherishes most dearly—all that is worth 
anything to her upon earth. 

** But we are for forbearing, for submitting to all that can 
be submitted to with honor, yet awhile-—perhaps a very 
little while—longer. If Joun Suerman is elected, it will 


be an insult and injury of so outrageous a character to the 
slaveholding States, that they must regard the fatal hour to 
their repose as having arrived. 

“The substantiation of the irrepressible conflict can be 
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bo worse. That deed will forge our chains, 
few months—a short year, at most—will elapse until they 
are riveted upon us. 

‘We beseech our friends to commit no overt act, what- 
ever the provocation except downright insult, until Helper’s 


toster-brother is placed within three degrees, 
his office. of the Presidency. Their cour will then be 
They cannot be ex] t d, by the most 


simple and ea 


mifiding of the North, to suffer conspirators to control 

their destini Abolition ir rectionists must not rule 
wuthern patriots, ‘Resistance to such tyrants would bc 
obedience to God.’ 

‘The Old Dor n prepared. As her Henry went, 
in bursting the shackles with which England had fettered 
her »wil aT » will every true-hearted southern 
p pow go in ring the ties which unite them with 
the unprincipled majoriti which control the northern 
Stat 

here seems to be a predetermination on the part of 

the *ewardites to torce the observance of this right of ex 
treme ne ity upon the slavcholding States. Let them 
bewna Ll, them beware! If Congr Hall is to be 
eonverted into an abolition arena, for realizing the objects 
med at by the indorsers of the Helper manifesto, it may 


t that the ‘distance is but short from the Capitol to 
the ‘Tarpeian Rock.’ ? 

Vir. FARNSWORTH. There we have the 
distinet assertion that Virginia is prepared, in 
case of the « ion of Joun SHERMAN as Speaker 
ot this LLouse, to dissolve her connection with the 
Ur Lihat. too, by a Democratic organ In 
the y of Washington. 

\ ventloman by my side says it is a DoveLas 
or | have heard it so stated before: and J 
| that two years ¢ ro this winter it was so in- 
de d by Dovuetas nventions and papers iu 
J 

Mf ADRAIN So i 1y knowledge ex- 
tends, itis not a Doras organ, and does not 
» Ik ior Juder Dove LAS 
“Mr. FARNSWORTH. It professes to speak 
for Virginia. 

Mr. BOTELER. Virginia is here to speak 
for herself. She recoenizes no organ outside of our 
limits. Sheis here.,and ready to speak for herself. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 1 should be very glad 
to hear the members of Congress from Virginia 
denounce that article. As I said, it prof 3 to 
“pe uk for Virginia. 

LEAKE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Me FARNSWORTH. I have refused other 


and | must decline, unless the gentle- 
man wishes to deny the organ. 

Mr. LEAKE. I will indorse 
reading it, xs that gentleman did in the case 
Helper pamphlet. . 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I wish now to pro- 
ceed to the discussion of two or three other ques- 
tions, to which I alluded when I first took the 
floor. ‘The questions which will come before the 
House for its legis! lation, and in which the coun- 
try, and especially my section o -! the c ountry, are 
vastly interested, are not the Helper book, or the 
raid of John Brown into Virginia. There are 
other questions, and foremost among these I may 
mention the protection of American commerce. 


rentlemen, 


of the 





1 represent a district which is vastly interested in 
this subject, and the re are othe r centlemen upon 
this floor who represent districts which have an | 
equal interest in it; and = it to those ventle- 


men whether they are willing so to organize this 


House that the committees shall be 
and constituted that the rivers and harbors of the 
West shall have no protection whatever? 
During the last session of Congress, a bill was 
presented in this House forasmall appropriation 
to finish the cutting of the channel over the St 
Clair flats. On the question of taking that bill 
out of Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, both of the 
Virginia, [Messrs. Bocock and Miitson,] were 
found voting im the negative, as Mr. Miiison 
also voted on its passage 
the a ppropriation for the Chicago light-house and 
pier, these gentlemen were also voting against us. 
There is another question in whic h the North- 
west—indeed the whole country—is deeply inter- 
ested; and I wish to put that to those gentlemen 
who represent the States of California and Oregon. 
I refer to the Pacific railroad. On the 
the President’s message last Congress, it was 
moved by the gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. 
Pnecrs,] who was a friend of the measure, thata 
special committee of fifteen be appointed, to whom 
pr |. be referred so much of the message and 
accompanying papers as re ferred to the Pacific 
railroad. In moving the resolution, he expressly 
stated that his object was to get a committee that 
would be favorable to the objects for which it was 


so stocked 


by virtue of 


nothing without 


candidates from the State of 


: and, on the passage of 


reference of 


| known to be opposed to it. 
it is of great importance to | 
the people of Illinois, Wisconsin, lowa, Minne- | 


| the country and its 


and outer a | 


to be uiiuals On that question being taken by 
yeas and nays, the votes of these two Virginia 
gentlemen were recorded in the negative. After 
the foanatien: was adopted, and the committee 
was appointed, the gentleman who is now the 
apne rte of the Democratic party [Mr. Mitt- 
son] 3 placed on that committee, and it was 
well I nown thatin his co: tuuonal scruples he 
opposed the whole matter of governmental aid to 
that enterprise. 

Now, I understand that the 
chiefly interested in thi 
overshadowing interest with them. 


Pacific 
it is the great 
{t rises above 


States are 


question. 


Il othe: Shall they have communication with 
the Atlantic by railroad W ill these gentlemen, 
itl other gentlemen from the Northwe st, vote for 
Speaker who will, according to party tactics in 
this House and the Senate , COnstitute i com- 
rraitts so as to throttle and strangle at its birth 
t | fi ulroad? 
Str, there is another question—the question of 
»D we, Itaus well known that, during the 
last session of Congress, the Senate ingratted on 
the I Offi ppropriation bill a porn  in- 
Creasy i rates of poshigt » When at bill 
can to this House, and solution was of- 
fered that it w an mvasion of the privileges of 
the Ho or tf Senate to originate a nieesure 
of that kind. both the gentlemen from Virginia 
voted t resolution—voted that it was 


nota violation of the privileges of the House; 


nd the Senate of the United States, both the 
nators from Virginia voted to increase the rates 
ot p tac 
Sir, my « uents, and the pes of th 
Northwest inn :, Democrats as wel! asR pub- 
lican sarc OPpos d to the increast of the rat s of 
nostage. I[t1 rreat, an Important, question with 


We of the Northare in the habit of writing 
lettersand reading letters. Weread newspapers. 
Our people universally take newspapers, and uni- 
versally corr ‘spond with their friends. Now, I 
wish to know whether the members of * Congress 
a } N< ot hh war ‘+ nye lie . + P 

fram the Northwest are disposed to vote fora 
man as Speaker who is in favor of increasing 


the rates of postage, and of thereby imposing an | 


onerous burden upon their constituents ? 

These are questions of vital importance; they 
are living questions; they will come before the 
House and before the Senate. The question of 
John Brown will not come before the House and 
Senate. 
book is a good, bad, or indifferent pamphlet, will 
not come before Congress. But these questions 
and harbors,as 
Pacific railroad, and as to homesteads, will come 
before us. How is the gentleman from Virginia 
[Mr. Mittsen] in regard to a homestead bill? 

A Democratic Memser. Against it. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
against the homestead bill last session, and is well 
A homestead bill is 


as to rivers 


of some earthly use 


The question as to whether Helper’s | 


to postage, as to the | 


Precisely; he voted | 
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Sir, I am happy tosay, that ‘the soutidinn of the 
Republican party for Speaker is in favor of home- 
steads for actual settlers; in favor of che ap post- 
age for the people; in favor of protecting the com- 
merce, not only of the Northwest, where he re- 
— Ss, but of the whole country; and in favor of 
the Pacific railroad. ‘The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, who is the candidate of the Democrac ty, is 
oppose d to evi ry one of these measures. 

We are told by gentlemen upon the other side 
of the House that the Republican party is a sec- 
tional party, and that it di eS Not agree upon cer- 
tain que stions. How is it with the Democracy? 
Do they agree upon these questions which I have 
How is it that we area 

not sectional upon these 
» for they are as wide and deep as the 
the; y concern the pe ople of the whole 





sectional party? Weare 
que stuiol 
whole came 
country. 

i yesterday heard the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. Kerrr] make an appeal to gentle- 
men upon both sides of the House from the south- 
ern States, who are not strictly members of the 
Democratic party—to the Opposition, as he called 
them—to come to the assistance of the Democrats 
in electing a Speaker. That gentleman may be 
denominated the lion of South Carolina, he 
ally roars so loudly and fiercely, but ye terdi Ly 
he *froared him as gently asa Tike tore, af 12 
his appeals to gentlemen in different parts of the 
House to come to the rescue and agree upon 
some compromise candidate. [Laughter.] Icom- 
mend to the gentleman the littl wooing sone of 
tin spider, 


usu- 


‘Will you come into my parlor, said the spider to the fiy.’’ 
Why, = ‘se gentlemen upon the 
-of the House have been appealing, day 
after day, to every man from the slave States, to 
come up and act in a body in the election of 
Speak r. You hear no such appeals from us— 
none whatever. But if southern men unite upon 


a single candidate, then they are sectional, and so 
; 


‘ . ’ 
» aaa woe 


othe : sid 


| present themseives before the country. 


sota, the entire Northw st,and the country gen- |} 


erally. We of the West have felt the evils im- 
posed on us by non-resident 
soil. We know that it retards the settlement of 
development. We delieve 
that the division of the public lands, into home- 


, steads to be set apart for actual settlers who shall 


till the soil for themselves and posterity, will de- 
velop the wealth and strength of the country. We 
believe that every settler on the public soil of the 
United States is better than two soldiers in a stand- 
ing army; and that the best standing army we can 
have in the United States is a hardy, strong, in- 
dustrious, intelligent yeomanry. We believe that 
these people can never be so patriotic, never have 
the same love of country, when they are tilling 
the lena that does not belong to them, as those 
who till theirown land. Now, I ask these Dem- 
ocrats from the Northwest, and from the Pacific, 

whether they will vote for a candidate for Speaker 
who will throttle this measure also?~ Or will they 
vote for the candidate who is in favor of home- 


| steads, in favor of cheap postage, in favor of pro- 
| tection to commerce, in favor of all those ques- 


tions, and of all that policy which is of practical 
use? Is it profitable for this House to stand off 
and war on this miserable, contemptible question 
about Helper’s book, to the neglect and abandon- 
ment and killing off of all these great questions 
that interest the country? 


| 
speculators on our 


Sectional! The gentlemen on the other side 
first nominated Mr. Bocock, of Virginia, for 
Speaker. When he declined, they scattered their 
votes; they c oque tted a little with gentlemen from 
the North; they voted a little for the gentleman 
from Indiana, [Mr. Dayis,] and for my colleague 
over the way, [Mr. Cuernanp;] the y coquetted 
a little with them, and with A, B, C, and D; but 
I knew they would never unite upon such a man— 
not they; the only man they can unite upon is a 
strait-backed Democrat who stands upon the Vir- 
rinia resolutions of ’98; he must be against com- 
meree, against cheap postage, against everything 
in God’s world which is of any earthly use to the 
people; if he only lives in Virginia, and indorses 
the resolutions of ’98, the *y will unite on him, and, 
as a body, they will vote for no other man. 
Sectional! What part of the policy of the Re- 
yublican party is secuonal, I would like to know? 
Vhat have they ever done that was sectional? 
Nothing. I defy gentlemen to point to a single 
act, ~- toa single resolution in any platform “of 


| the Republican party of the United ‘States, which 


| Union. 


is sectional. We make no appeals to gentlemen 
to come up to the support of a sectional candidate. 

Mr. Clerk, a few words now in regard to the 
dissolution of the Union, and I am done. We 
have been threatened with a dissolution of the 
Gentlemen on the other side of the House 
have announced that they believe their States are 
ready for a dissolution of the Union, in case we 


| electa Republican President of the United States— 


|| others have 


some have said if Mr. Sewarp is clected, and 
said if any man who stands on our 


platform i is clected. 


Sir, this threat has always met us just before a 
presidential election. They are in the habit of 
stirring up the country into an intense state of 
excitement on the question of disunion just be- 
fore a presidential a ection, and then it dies out. 
It reminds me of the story of the doctor. A quack 
doctor was called to see a man who was attacked 
with some sort of disease or other, I do not know 
what, and the doctor did not know either; but he 
told his patient that he would give him a certain 


| medicine that would throw him into fits, and he 
_ said that he was “ hell on fits.” [Laughter.} So 
| with these Democratic politicians just before a 
_ presidential election. They always try to give the 


country some sort of medicine that will throw it 
into fits. They are hell on fits. [Great Jaugh- 
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ter.] They are now at work trying to throw the 
country into fits, and they are succeeding pretty 
well. ‘They threw New York into fits the other 
day, and they threw Boston into fits, and they 
had to call on Everett, and Cushing, and some of 
the rest of the old nurses, to cure the country of 
the fits. [Laughter.] They stirred up some of the 
merchants in the city of New Yorkto sign calls 
for meetings to save the Union, and then those 
merchants mark their names on the call and send 
it down to the southern merchants, with whom 
they are in the habit of dealing, to show that 
they are sound on the *‘ goose question.’’ [Laugh- 
ter.] That is their policy. 

Now, Mr. Clerk, [ have no fear of a dissolution 
of the Union—none im the world. | may be mis- 
taken. It may be gentlemen are sincere and do 
mean to dissolve the Union. I do not know 
whether they do or not; but some how or other 
this threat has been so often repeated that I have 
got so that I have no fear. But if gentlemen are 
really determined to dissolve the Union, I bi 
them todo it whilst James Buchanan is President. 
Do not let us have the disgrace of the secession 
of a single State from this Union under a Repub- 
lican President. Let James Buchanan have that 
disgrace with the rest. eee? 

Now, Mr. Clerk, we have endured the disgrace 
and mortification and disgust of the Administra- 
tion of James Buchanan, and we have made an 
exhibition, it seems to me, of long-suffering com- 

assion and steady unflinching bravery, such as 
never before been exhibited in the United 
States. [Laughter.] Now, if we could stand that 
infliction, cannot you on the other side stand the 
infliction of a Republican President? [Cries of 
** No!’’} Gentlemen say no. Now, | am inclined 
to think that they will do it. Lam really inclined 
to think so. If you elect a Democrat next year, 
we do not intend to dissolve the Union. I donot 
care who he may be, whether Hunrer, or Sii- 
DELL, or DoveLas, or anybody in the nation, we 
still will not dissolve the Union. We will try to 
take care of the country; we will not dissolve the 
Union even then. 

A gentleman says we want to get control of the 
purse. 
and that, permit me to say, is where your great 
trouble is. You do not want to give up the purse. 
{Laughter.] It is said that ‘the soul and body 
writhe not more at parting than greatness going 
off.’’ 


J3 


So it may be said of gentlemen who have | 


set their fingers upon that tender nerve in the | 


political anatomy which leads to the purse—they 
will not let go if they can possibly avoid it. But 
wait until we elect a Republican President, and 
you will have to let go; and if we squander more 
of the people’s money than this Administration 
of James Buchanan has in the last four years, I 
hope you will never let us elect another Repub- 
lican President. 

Dissolve the Union because a majority of the 
people of the United States, in a constitutional, 
yeaceable manner, elect a man as President of the 
United States! How is that? Do we rule in this 
country by majorities or minorities ? 
the intention of the framers of this Government? 

Mr. MILES. If the gentleman will allow me, 
my opinion is that the intent of the framers of 


Yes, sir; we will take care of the purse; || 
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A southern Memrer. We will take all of it. 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. Don’t you think the 
people from the pine regions of th ‘district of the 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Larrasere] will 
vo down with their rafts? | am inclined to think 
boys will go down when they choose to. 
Have you counted the cost to yourselves? You 
wili have no fugitive slave law then, nor Demo- 
crats to execute it. { 
What are you going to do with Yankee Doodle? 
Will you divide that, too? [great laughter;] and 
the 4th of July? What are you going to do with 
the grave and memory of Washington, and of 
other noble men who fought side by side 
battles of the Revolution, and who 
free North? 
In God’s name, let us hear 
no more of this miserable, craven croaking about 
the dissolution of the Union because of John 
Brown’s raid or Helper’s book. Has it never 
occurred to these gentlemen here who fill the gal- 
leries of this House, these claquers of disunion 
sentiments, these men who fill the offices in this 


the 


those 
with him the 
now sleep beneath th 
Dissolve the Union! 


sods of the 


district, that in case of the dissolution of the 
Union, these marble palaces will become the abode 
of rats and bats? They will become stone quar- 


ries, where marble will be eh ap. 

A MemMBER. They are the abode of rats now. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Weil, I want to put 
the rats out, or if we cannot exclude them, let us 
change them, and we may purify the atmosphere 
a little. [Laughter.} Why, Mr. Clerk, this 
Union is not going to be dissolved by a little 
yiece of fustian, nor by little discussions in this 


Hous You mightas well talk of dissolving the 
everlasting hills, as to talk of dissolving the Union 
of these States. 

I have now Mr. Clerk, eceupied the attention 


of the House much longer than I intended. It 
was my deliberate intention when I commencéd 
speaking, not to be interrupted, but to say my 
say and take my seat. I owe the House my 
most humble apology for having detained it so 
lone, and my heartfelt thanks for the attention it 
has bestowed. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia, obtained the floor. 

Mr. CLEMENS. I move that there be a call 
of the House, with a view of taking a vote for 


| Speaker. 


‘The CLERK. Does the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr.Smrru] yield the floor for that purpose? 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Ido not. 

Mr. CLEMENS. ‘Then, I ask the reporters 
of the Globe to take notice, that I have made the 
proposition, and that my colleague will not yield 
for that purpose. 

Mr. ENGLISH. With theconsent of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia, I will say to the House 
that it is not my object to engage in this discus- 
sion, but merely to remark that I heard, with sur- 


— the statement made by the gentleman from 


Hinois, (Mr. Farnsworrn,] that he did not be- 


l| lieve any of his constituents sympathized with 


What was | 


this Government was, that the purpose of the |} 
Constitution was to restrain majorities and protect 
minorities in their rights against the encroach- | 


ments of majorities. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. The Constitution has 
no where provided that minorities shall rule. Is | 


there any such constitutional provision? 

Mr. MILES. Certainly not. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Now, Mr. Clerk, as 
I said before, we shall not dissolve this Union if 
they elect a Democratic President, and they shall 
not dissolve the Union if we elect a Republican 
President. That is all there is abcat it. For 
myself | should feel right bad if you should elect a 
Democratic President; I should feel extremely 
provoked; but I should try to stand it; and if we 
elect Sewarp, or any other Republican, would 
not you stand it? (Laughter.] Certainly you 
would. The people of the United States will take 
care of the interests of the country. Dissolve 
this Union! What would you do with the frac- 
ments? Dissolve the Union! How are you going 
to do it? Are you going to divide the Mibsioniont 
river? How muchof it will you give to us up there 
in the} Northwest? [Laughter.] 


John Brown in his raid into the Commonwealth 
of Virginia. Now, sir, if | am not very much 
mistaken, a meeting was held in the city where 
the gentleman resides, shortly after the unfortu- 
nate occurrence at Harper’s Ferry, in which strong 
sympathy was expressed for John Brown, and 
approbation for his conduct. If | am not mis- 
taken, there were citizens of Chicago, support- 
ers, no doubt, of the honorable member from that 
district, present at the meeting, and expressed 
sentiments sympathizing with John Brown; and, 
if I recollect aright, the proceedings of the meet- 
ing were published in the Chicago papers. Has 
the gentleman forgotten these things ? 

Now, Mr. Clerk, let me remark that there 
seems to be an unaccountable defect of memory, 
not only with the gentleman, but upon that side 
of the House, in reference to the proceedings of 


| this meeting at Chicago, and also in reference to 


the signing of the recommendation of the Helper 
book. I believe ail the gentlemen who have 
spoken on the subject say they do not recoilect 
signing thatrecommendation: probably they might 
have done it, but they have no recollection of the 
fact. I submit that it is a little remarkable that 
they all have such defective memori For the 
purpos e of refreshing the memory of the gentle- 
man from Illinois, I send to the Clerk’s desk the 
proceedings of the meeting to which | have re- 


| ferred, and ask that they may be read. 


Mi I think the centleman 


FARNSWORTH 


BE. 
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has misunderstood me. I did not design to state 
that no persons in my district sympathized with 
John Brown. I did design to state that there were 
no persons in my district who sympathized with 
the act of John Browns There were persons there, 
and all over the country, who sympathized with 
Brown and with his intentions, but net with th 

manner in which he undertook to carry out those 
intentions. 

Mr. ENGLISH. Very well; [ask for the read 
ing of the proceedings of the meeting, which I 
think will show that the gentleman is mistaken, 

The Che vk r ad, as follow s: 




































































[From the Chicago Tims 
Another Effort to Abolitionize Christienity—Northiwestern 
Christian anti-Slavery Convention—Whet Constitutes a 
Christian— The Christian Platform as . idopted by the 4b 
olitionists—Sunday Schools to be Aholitionized—Harper’s 
Ferry Insurrection Indorsed— Attempt lo Cenonize Ossa 
watomie Rrown— An Oberlin Rescuer 
crets— Civil Wer Boldly Advocated 

a Virtue to Religion. 
sy the word religion in the last of the above headings we 
do not refer to the religion of Christ. We refer only to that 
1 
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:, of Saturday. ] 








reveals some Sx 


Treason to the Laws, 


rabid theology inculcated by a class of men who profess ¢ 
higher regard and a greater Christian love for the African 
race than for people of their own blood and kindred 

A convention of this class of religionists was held in this 
city yesterday, at the Congregational church edifice, eorne: 
of Green and West Weshington streets. About one hur 
dred and filly persons were in attendance, including a fe 
negroes, a considerable number of women and (by voeal 
indications) numerous babies. 

The Rev. Joseph H. Payne, of Wisconsin, officiated as 
presiding officer; Mr. Jacob Butler, of Lowa, as assistant 
presiding officer; the Rev. J. B. L. Soule and Mr. 8. B 
Jackson, as secretaries. 

The convention was opened with prayer, the whole bur 
den of which was the expression of love for the negro, and 
a very different sentiment for the man who happens to be 
the owner of a negro. 

Brother Blanchard, of Galesburg, congratulated the con 
vention generally, and himself particularly, for having voted 
with the Republican party, which party, be said, repr 
sented his views. 

Brother Peck, one of the Oberlin rescuers, entertained 
the convention with a narrative of that event, which, he 
said, impressed the Republicans with the sacredness of the 
mission of their party, (which mission, according to Brotber 
Peck, must be the stealing of negro slaves, and setting the 
laws of the country at defiance.) Ue was proud to belong 
to such a party, a party based upon the glorious declaration 
that all men are equal! [He asked Brother Whipple how 
long it was since he rode twenty-four hours in the saddle 
to rescue some recaptured runaway slaves. 

Brother Whipple said it was about fitteem years, which 
indicates that Brother Whippie has been somewhat remiss 
of late in the Christian duty of violating the laws. 

The convention appointed a committee to report a plat 
form, or declaration of Christian principles, Said commit 
tee submitted the following: 

Articles of Religious Faith 

1. Holding and treating human beings as property is a 
heinous sin against God, and a crime against man, which 
neither legislation nor the sanction of usage can justify 
2. Christianity is the system appointed by God for th 

redemption of man from sin, and its consequent suffering, 
and is therefore the main reliance for the overthrow ot 
slavery. 

3. The Church, as the embodiment of Christianity, i 
bound to espouse the cause of the oppressed, abjuring th 
spirit of caste, and *“* remembering those in bonds as bound 
with them.’? 

4. The Church is under solemn obligations to rebuke all 
who hold and treat men as property, by refusing to them 
Christian fellowship. 

5. The integrity and perpetuity of the Church are put in 
utmost peril whenever she apologizes for siavery or refuses 
to put herself in open opposition to it. 

6. The doctrine that men are bound to obey civil enact 
ments which obviously contravene the plain requirements 
of the law of God, is rank atheism, in that it dethrones God 
as the Supreme Lawgiver, end practically denies that right 
and wrong, holiness and sin are essential opposites. 

7. The fugitive stave act of 1850 is in conflict with the 
law of God, the rights of human nature, and the Constitu 
tion of the United States. It is a disgrace to the statute 
books of a Christian people, and ought tobe repealed. Obe 
dience to it would be treason to God and man. 

8. The African slave-trade is rightly denounced as piracy, 
and the efforts now being madeto revive it should be visited 
with universal execration and the utmost rigor of the law 

9. The inter-State slave trade, which is no less atrocious 
than the foreign, should also be prohibited as piracy. 

| 10. The good Christian is the faithful citizen, and carries 
his religious principles into polities. 

11. Christians should be jealously watchful of tie politi 
cal parties to which they belong, and should strenuous!y 
insist that the principles of righteousness and humanity 
shall not be sacrificed to success. Especially at the present 
time should the Christian patriot protest against the adop 
tion of compromising platforms, and the nomination of can 
didates whose only recommendation is availability. 

12. **Oppression maketh even a wise man mad,” and 
therefore it need not surprise us that the slaves, and «« 
times those who remeinber them in bonds as bound wi 
them, should be driven to rash resistance and reveng? 
in the recent insurrection at Harper’s Ferry—a rising whi 
we deplore, and a repetition of which we would endeay 
to prevent, by concentrating the benevojent efforts of all 
good men upon the use of moral and peaceful means to: 
the abolition of slavery. 

13. However valuable political and other merely humar 
in*trumentalities for the removal of sta may be, F 
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of them can equa) in value the willing prayer, to which the 
blessing of God is promised, and prayer for the oppressed 
was never more needed than now. 

The convention then took a recess until two o’clock. 

AFTERNOON SESSION. 

The convention reassembled at two o’clock, and pro 
ceeded to the consideration of the platform proposed by the 
business committee. 

Brother Jackson, of Dayton, Ohio, made a speech. He 
was born in Virginia, but thought he had lived long enough 
in Ohio to have his heart imbued with the principles of a 
olitionism. One of his relatives was imprisoned, he said, 
the other day, at Harper’s Ferry; but his heart was never 
theless with those who there attempted to cast off the 
bonds of slavery. In Ohio the abolition cause was flour 
ishing finely. In his county, where a year or two ago a 
Democrat was elected to the State Senate, by a decided 
majority, he thanked God that this year they had elected a 
thorough and uncompromising Abolitionist. The same was 
the ease in the Senate district composed of Butler and 
Warren counties ; atthe election just held they had elected, 
in that district, a good Abolitionist. He hoped the first ar- 
ticle of the platform would be adopted. 

And it was adopted accordingly. 


The second article was then taken up, and adopted with- | 


it debate. 

Children must be Abolitionized 

The third article was taken up. 
York, said this article contained a truth so self-evident that 
he did not think there was any occasion to discuss it. He 
did discuss, it, however, taking the ground that it was the 
duty of the Church to see that all its member 
children of its member 
of abolitionism ; especially was it the 
to take tlie rising generation and plant in their hearts the 
seeds of abolitionism He desired the establishment of 
missionary socicties tor this especial purpose, so that when 
the rising generation come to have the right to vote, they 
will bring slavery to an end. 

Brother Patton thought it would not be advisable to form 

ny new socict but the object reterred to by brother Jos- 
Ivn could be accomplished as weil by t 
He proceeded to pitch into the American Sunday School 
Union for not making abolitionism a prominent subject in 
Sunday School books. ft was a matter of great com 
plaint on the part of every Christicn against the American 
Sunday School Union that they would not s 
bolitionism in the minds of childr 
ciety would be rebuked until the 
Sabbath School books. 

Brother Coles said parents ought to take the newspapers 
and show all the accounts of slave rescues and runaways 
to their children, and swear them to eternal hostitity against 
slaveholding. 

The article was recommitted for amendment on the sub- 
ject of abolition Hterature tor children. 
out of Order. 


solution wa 


duty of the Church 
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‘mn. He hoped this so 
y would publish abolition 


Busines 

On motion, the fourth r 
resolution below.) 

\ ther informed the convention what the Illinois 

‘laws were. These laws, h 1id, were constructed 
by slaveholders of the South, and were, in fact, an exten- 
sion of the slave code into [ilinois. He proceeded to ex- 
pound those laws upon constitutional principles, and dis- 
played a knowledge of constitutional law, which would 
have done great credit to an intelligent gate- post. 

A brother offered the following amendinent to the resolu- 
tion; 

And that the free States owe it alike to God and hu- 
manity to afford adequate protection to all fugitives from 
slavery. 

Brother — Bassett, of Washington, District of Columbia, 
took the ground that the Church should give law to the 
world, and not the world give law to the Church. Brother 
Bassett would have made an excellent papist in olden 
times. He detailed the recent fugitive slave rescue from 
the United States marshal at Ottawa, (it seems he had a 
hand in it,) and described in glowing language the pro- 
ceedings of the Black Republicans of that place on the occa 
sion, and pitched into the Chicago Times for giving an ac 
count of it yesterday morning, and daring to charge the 
Black Republicans with a gross violation of law. The 
fugitive slave act was nota law which any Christian, be 
he Black Republican or not, was bound to respect. 

The amendment was lost, and the resolution, as it 
appears below, was adopted : 


The Harper’s Ferry Insurrection. 


taken up. (See 


form, which was now taken up altogether. 

Brother Bassett moved to strike out the word “ revenge”’ 
in the twellth proposition. Ossawatomie was not actuated 
by revenge. He read from a newspaper the questions put 
to and the answers made by Ossawatomie Brown. He pro- 
ceeded to pronounce a eulogium upon Ossawatomie, com- 
paring his heroism to that of Leonidas, at Thermopyle. 
(Applause.) He wasamanofGod. He felt himself callea 


trother Joslyn, of New | 


, and the | 
, were instructed in the doctrines | 


i¢ Babbath School. | 


|| so as to make it acceptable to all. 


eck tocireulate | 








The business committee reported the following addition 
to the third proposition : 

“And that ministers, Christian parents, and Sabbath 
School teachers, should thoroughly educate the rising gen- 
eration in Christian anti-slavery principles and duties.” 


| Ossawatomice Brown—again. 


Brother Bassett moved to strike out the twelfth article 
altogether. Betore he would cast one particle of censure 
upon one man connected with the affair at Harper’s Ferry 
he would withdraw from the convention, and would not 
go into any convention which would cast any such reflec- 
tion upon the purity of men who would do as the men did 
at Harper’s Ferry. 

Brother Peck, of Oberlin rescue notoriety, was opposed 
to striking out. He knew, personally, that some of the 
men who went to Harper’s Ferry were actuated by revenge. 
He had seen a letter written by one of them before he went 
there, which breathed a spirit of revenge, and terrible re 
venge. He knew that the man to whom he referred had 
prayed to the Lord, night after night, to give him an oppor- 
tunity of having revenge upon the Federal Government. 

Brother Lewis Tappan, of New York, called Brother 
Peck’s attention to the fact, that the Harper’s Ferry men 
were to be tried for what they had donc, and that he was 
furnishing testimony against them. Reporters were pres- 
ent taking down what he was saying. 

Brother Peck said that he would stop. 

Brother Tappan said that he met Brother Brown, (Ossa- 
watomie,) ashort time since, ata convention in New York, 
when he tried to obtain arms and ammunition to carry to 
Kansas, as he said. The convention did not give himarms, 
but some of its members did. 


Brother Waite, of Chicago, said — in favor of striking 


out the twelfth article. It was no evidence of revenge that 
one man killed another to gain his liberty. He was opposed 
to casting the slightest shadow of censure upon old John 
Brown. John was a noble man; he was one of nature’s 
noblemen. Who took Dorr out of jail? It was old John 
Brown. It was a noble act. When John Brown was John 
Brown, he was a noble man; and he (Brother Waite) could 
not vote for a proposition which, even by implication, aast 
censure upon him or his comrades. 

Brother thought the proposition could be modified 
For that purpose, he 
moved to lay the motion to strike out on the table. Car- 
ried. 

Mr. ENGLISH. I have nothing to say fur- 
ther, Mr. Clerk, except that it seems appropriate 
that the Republicans should select Chicago as the 
place for holding their convention to nominate a 
President, after the people have allowed such a 
meeting as this to be holden in their midst. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Just as appropriate 
for the Democratic party, having adopted the dog- 
mas of John C. 
South Carolina, as a fit and proper place to run 
the old Democratic machine into the ground in 
1860. As tothe extract from the Chicago Times, 





| which the gentleman has caused to be read, I will 


simply say that it-is a garbled, lying caricature 
of the meeting which it pretends to report. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. My colleague, by what 
he has said, as well as by what he has not said, 
has made some question as to the political posi- 


|} tion of John Wentworth, the editor of the Chi- 


cago Democrat. It might be inferred by gentle- 


|| men present, that my colleague, from the Chicago 
| district, did not regard Mr. Wentworth as a Re- 


| 


i 


upon by God to do what he did do. He (the speaker) should | 


always feel a warm admiration for the heroism of this noble 
and Christian man. (lear! hear!) He was an advocate 
of political force to abolish slavery. Wittiam H. Sewarp 
said to him, in his owr house at Washington, when he re- 
marked that he feared slavery would die by force, * Sir, 
John Quincy Adaims always said so.” 

Brother Douglas, of Chicago, also—— 


Mr. ENGLISH. Who is that? 

The CLERK. 
—made a speech in praise’ of Ossawatomie Brown. He did 
perfectly right. The speaker was in favor of shooting the 
slaveholder. Oppressors never were known to lay down 
their power peacefully. It must be taken from them by 
force. The speaker was in favor of force ; he wanted to see 
civil war. He looked for-it; he prayed God for it; and the 
sooner the better for the poor oad anvacian slaves. (Ap- 
plause.) 

Abolitionism to be taught in the Sunday Schools. 
The motion to strike out “‘ revenge’? was lost. 


| 


publican; that he was prepared to ignore that 
gentleman’s Republicanism. At all events, I did 
not understand my colleague to admit, when he 
was questioned pointedly upon the subject by the 
gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. Mies,} 
that Mr. Wentworth was a Republican. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I did. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. 


him to admit it before. I wish to say that Mr. 


|, Wentworth is, more than any other man in Illi- 
‘The convention returned to the consideration of the plat- | 


nois, the founder and father of the Republican 
party; and that he is the Jupiter Tonans of that 
party; and when he commands, the smaller Re- 


Calhoun, to select Charleston, | 
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tive. He is a Republican. I think he wasa Dem- 


ocratic member in this House, together with mv 
colleague who has just taken his seat,a few years 
ago, and I believe they both agreed that the re- 
peal of the Missouri compromise, and the passage 


_ of the Kansas-Nebraska bill were very unwise 
« 


measures, and both, for the time being, left the 


| Democratic party. My friend over the way, how- 


ever, resumed his connection with that party. 
Mr. McCLERNAND. Stop just there. What 
the gentleman says is not so. I never did leave 
the Democratic party. I differed with Senator 
Doveéuas upon the point of the expediency of the 
repeal of the Missouri compromise, under the cir- 


, cumstances of the case; but declared then, as I 


ever had before, that I was opposed to the arbi- 
trary geographical principle upon which that com- 
compromise was based. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Both gentlemen con- 
curred in the sentiment I uttered, that the repeal 
of the Missouri compromise was unwise. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. That is a different 
thing. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I think, for the time 
being, my friend over the way was not in full 
communion with the Democratic party, and that 
he denied the authority of the party to make an 
acquiescence in that repeal a test of Democracy 
in Illinois, as it was sought to be done. ; 

Mr. Wentworth has since been an efficient 
worker in the Republican party, but I cannot pos- 
sibly state what particular things he has or has 
not said in his paper. Jt seems to me unfair for 


| any gentleman to rise here, and, without the 


| tempts to quote. 


papers, undertake to repeat to this House what 
he has said, and especially as we have not the 
rest of the article from which the gentleman at- 
Il assure gentlemen, however, 
that Mr. Wentworth is a foeman worthy of their 
steel, and is entirely capable of defending what- 
ever he may have said upon the subject. 

I hold in my hand a resolution offered in the 


| Legislature of South Carolina recently. It is as 


follows: 


‘“* Whereas fraternal relations are dissolved between the 
North and the South, the slaveholding States demand the 
dissolution of the Union to be consummated, and this state 
of affairs will render a resort to arms necessary : Therefore 

“ Beit resolved, That the sum of $200,000 be placed at the 
disposal of the Governor, to be used at his discretion ac- 


, cording to the exigency of the times.”’ 


Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. The gentleman 
will excuse me, but I must resume the floor. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. The gentleman will 
allow me one moment. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. But that matter is 
not in response to your colleague. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. I only wish to say 


|| that we might with as much propriety charge that 


I did not understand | 


publicans obey. I wish to say what [ read in the | 


, Chicago Democrat, the paper published by Mr. 
| Wentworth. I do not undertake to repeat the 
article verbatim; but what I say is the substance 
_of one or two articles which appeared in that 
paper. After the invasion of Virginia by John 
Brown and his accomplices, Wentworth, referring 
to the subject, said that those of the Republican 
party who deprecated that act, did it from a craven 
and cowardly motive—fearing that the Republi- 
can party would be injured by it, and not because 


5 || their hearts condemned the act. He said further, 
Brother Douglas, of Chicago. | 


that John Brown was a hero—an unsuccessful 


| hero, to be sure—but one who would occupy in | 


history a place beside Kossuth, Garibaldi, Kos- 
ciusco, and other illustrious chiefs. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I did not understand, 
when I was upon the floor before, that I was in- 
terrogated as to whether Mr. Wentworth was a 


the sentiments of that resolution are the senti- 
ments of the Democratic party, as to get up here 


| and charge that whatever an ‘cditor of a newspa- 


per might say was the sentiment of the Republi- 


| can party. 


Mr. McCLERNAND. The gentleman said 
that there was not a man in Chicago who sympa- 
thized with John Brown in his raid into Virginia, 
and I show that a prominent Republican in Illi- 
nois, and the editor of a Republican paper, does so. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I must put a stop 
to this wrangling discussion. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. The man to whom 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Enexisu] called 
the attention of the House as “ brother Douglas,”’ 
is not a relative of Srepuen A. Doveras, but he 


is a very respectable colored man, who, according 


to the Dred Scott decision, is not a citizen of Il- 
linois. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia, resumed the floor. 

Mr. CLEMENS. [ask my colleague to yield 
me the floor. It is now three o’clock, and if the 
gentleman desires to speak to-night, I desire that 
there shall be an understanding that there shall 
be no vote taken to-night. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I would be giad to 
accommodate the gentleman, but he very well 
knows how abruptly debates are terminated here. 
I desire to speak, and | also desire to accommo- 
date everybody as farasI can. [Cries of *‘ Let 
us have a vote !’’] : 

Mr. LOGAN. Will the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia allow me to read the proceedings and the 
resolutions of a meeting held in the district of the 


Republican or not. Had I so understood it, I || gentleman from Chicago, in reference to John 
most surely should have answered in the affirm: '| Brown? 
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Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Certainly; for that || 


has a bearing upon this debate. 
Mr. LOGAN. I read the following from the | 
Aurora Beacon, published in the district of my 


colleague, |Mr. Fannsworrtn.] I} 


John Brown Meetings in Aurora. 

There are two kinds of disturbances of all communities. 
The one is a wind that blows for a day, and only raises a | 
few white caps. The other is a long,a steady, and a strong 
breath, that reaches down to the whole sea, and leaves the 
storm working in the depths long after the winds that caused 
it are gone. 

So have we seen the case of old John Brown affecting 
this community. It has gone below the surtace and reached 
the deepest sympathies and consciences of the most of our 
people. ; oe ; 

The first united manifestation of this, was seen in the 
meeting for prayer which ushered in the unlucky Friday. | 
Brown spurned the ministrations of pro-slavery Cliristianity 
at the South; but he did not die without having, in a lit- 
eral sense, “the benefit of clergy,” and of many a Chris 
tian’s prayers. A niceting for prayer was held in the First 
Congregational Church in time to anticipate the hot haste 
of the execution, so that they might pray tor the living, and | 
not forthe dead. We never beijore knew of a hanging in 
the forenoon ; but this was in keeping with the hurry of the 
whole tragic farce. 

Meetings for Addresses, §c. 


At two o’clock, p. m., the large ball in Empire Block was 
nearly filled. The room was hung around with evergreens | 
and testoons from some former gay scenes, and was in | 
strange contrast with the object of the meeting, as it would 
at first strike one. Every one would think of a somber | 
drapery to grace the hour, when it was then thought Brown 
was to be hung within that hour. Butthese festoons proved 
the fittest garniture, and every one [cit, as the meeting pro 


gressed, that the hanging of Brown should be celebrated 


with cedar, rather than the cypress. 


On motion, E. D. Terry was called to the chair, and J. 


W. Ray appointed secretary. The following gentlemen 


were appointed acommittee on resolutions : Rev. Mr. Bull, | 


Rev. Mr. Bartholomew, P. P. Heywood, W. J. Strong, and 


Sheldon Hitchcock. During the absence of the coinmitice, | 


the chairman made some appropriate remarks. Rev. Mr. 


Bull, from the committee, reported the following resolu- | 


tions: 

Whereas, John Brown, better known as Ossawatomie 
Brown, having been convicted of treason, insurrection, and 
murder, for the part he acted in the recent events at Har 
per’s Ferry, and for which he has this day been executed ; 
and whereas we have reason to believe, from his own 
statements, that he intended neither treason, insurrection, 
nor murder: Therefore, 

1. Resolved, That, without expressing any opinion upon 


his measures, we do nevertheless sympathize with him in | 


his intense hatred of American slavery, and in his deep 
conviction, that we should remember those in bonds as 
bound with them. 

2. Resvived, That, in view of the facts in the case, we 
regard his trial unfair, his condemnation unjust, and his 
execution a manifestation of ** the ferocity of cowardice.”’ 

3. Resolved, That a Cliristian people cannot consistently 
long retain their respect for a Government which sustains 
the fugitive slave law ; looks with indifference upon such 


acts as borderruffianism in Kansas, and sanctions the Dred || 


Scott decision. 

4. Resolved, That occurrences like those at Harper’s 
Ferry are the natura! outgrowth of the aggressions of the 
slave power. 

5. Resolved, That the promptness of the General Gov- 
ernment, in sending inilitary aid to Harper’s Ferry, is in 
striking contrast with the indifference manifested a few 
years since, when the lives of free-State men were jeopard- 
ized, by those who sought, at the point of the bayonet, to 


legislate slavery into territory once solemnly dedicated to | 


freedom. 

6. Resolved, That the late difficulty at Harper’s Ferry 
has furnished new evidence of the inherent weakness of 
the slave States, and of their dependence upon the General 
Government for protection. 

Prayer was offered by Rev. Mr. Hall, after which the res- 
olutions were spoken to by Messrs. Harman, Bull, Barthol- 
omew, Town, Wickizer, Dr. Buck, [Ichabod Codding, Rev. 
Mr. Scott, and J. W. Ray. 

The meeting then adjourned to meet at Temperance Hall, 
at seven o’clock, when it was understood Mr. Codding 
would again address the meeting. 

Temperance Hall was early filled. The news had arrived 
in the evening papers of the hanging of Brown, at a quar- 
ter past eleven, a.m. The telegraphic account was read 
to the meeting by the secretary, and produced a profound 
impression. Every one seemed to feel that he himself was 
wronged, and that humanity itself was outraged in the hur- 
ried death of the oldman Brown. The disposition to make 
speeches was lost in the deep and solemn sympathy for the 
family of Brown; and it was some time before any one was 
ready to utter a word. At length, Dr. Buck took the floor, 
and spoke upon the second resolution. He styled the ex- 
ecution of Brown as a judicial murder. Dr. Hard followed, 
remarking on the sympathy we should feel for the family, 
and the indignation we should feel towards slavery. G. 
W. Grow, Esq., was called up, who said he was almost 


ready to justify John Brown, and did <o fully as to his mo- |! 


tives, though he was not bound to follow him in his iden- 
tical measures. He had himself taken a large hand in 
helping slaves on towards Canada—vone night driving thir- 
teen of them, covered up, on the U. G. R. R. Mr. Davids 
pempoens that we should send one dollar to Thaddeus 

lyatt, of New York city, and get the picture.of the old man 
a eighty cents of which dollar would go to Brown’s 
amily. 

Mr. Codding then gave an account of the murder of Love- 
joy, and showed how the anti-slavery cause had gained, 
even by his death. He alsospoke upon the general subject 
of slavery, and in particular against its cardinal idea that 
one man can huid property in another man. 
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The vote was then taken on all the resolutions reported 
above, and alinost unanimously carried. 

It was voted that they be signed, and published in the 
Aurora Beacon and the Reformer. 

E. D. TERRY, Chairman. 
J. W. Ray, Secretary. 
PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia, resumed the floor., 

Mr. NELSON. I dislike to trespass on the 
courtesy of the gentleman from Virginia; but | 
ask him to yield to me fora personal explanation. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I yield to the gen- 
tleman, of course. z 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. Clerk, in accordance with 
a usage which seems to prevail in this House, I 
rise to makcea personal explanation. The editor 
of the States and Union, a newspaper published 
in this city, has, on three different occasions, per- 
sonally a§sailed me in his columns. I never saw 
the editor of that paper, to my knowledge, and 
have done him no wrong; but I have two or three 
personal enemies in this city who, as I believe, 
from circumstances, have prompted the articles to 
which I refer. In the States, of December 14, 
the editor, in alluding to the speech made by me 
in this House, on the 6th instant, says: 

‘It appears strange, at this time, to see the Black Re 
publican press indorse the specch ofa southern member of 


Congress, yet we find the blackest of them indorsing the 
speech of Mr. Netson.”’ 

He then proceeds to quote a complimentary 
notice of my remarks from the Cleveland Herald, 
a paper, which, he says, **came to us In mourn- 
ing tor old John Brown.’’ 

In his paper of the 16th instant, the editor pub- 
lishes the following article. I ask the Clerk to 
read it: 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

* KNow Notuine Moratiry.—Parson Taylor, one of the 
predecessors of Eider Ne.tson, (the present Last Tennessee 
member,) is the candidate of Parson [Cxownlow tor the 
Clerkship. Ina letter from the latter to the former, which 
we find in the Greenville (Tennessee) Democrat, dated 
August 26, 1859, the following paragraphs are contained, 
Which should be kept constantly befere the eyes of the 
Christian world, in order that it may derive advantage from 
the peculiar morality which they are calculated to incul 
cate: 

“<* If Eruerince were elected Speaker—of which I think 
there is not much prospect—it would only militate against 
you in this respect: as one of the three great offices con 
ferred by the House, Clerk, Speakerpand Printer, would be 
given toa Tennesseean, they would consider it sufficient 
patronage for one State. The Democracy and the southern 
Opposition will be unable to elect the officers of the House, 
as | understand it, but the southern Opposition and the Re 
publicans can do it. It will therefore require an agreement 
between them, and a division of the offices. Some of our 
southern men will feel reluctanttoact withthem. [would 
not; for, differing with them, and denouncing their aboli 
tionism, | would regard the division of the offices as a busi 
ness transaction. 

***No one party in the House can elect without the south- 
| ern Opposition vote, as they hold the balance of power; 
therefore, to elect all, the Opposition must vote with one 
of the parties. Before God, Ll honestly believe the Demo 


cratic party, both North and South, to be soulless, truthless, 


treacherous, corrupt, and unprincipled, and ready at all 


times, for the sake of office and plunder, to sacrifice their |; 


principles and their party, their country and their God, it it 
were possible. Believing the Republicans to be no worse 
than this, | would not hesitate to act with them in a matter 
of business.’ 

"The foregoing furnishes a key to the speech of Elder 
Nevson, which elicited so much applause from the aboli 
tion side of the House a few days ago. 

“So! the gentile parson would not hesitate to act with 
the Abolitionists, dear souls, ‘in a matter of business.’ 
That is, it they would simply agree that the needful should 
be forthcoming, they might have entire control of the polit 
ical. Jn other words, so we can get the fat offices, we will 
turn over the responsible one to Sewardism as a quid pro 
quo! This is sound morality, Parson Brownlow and Par 
son Taylor !—sound in the sense of the ‘record’ of Mr. 
Joy Morris. Elder Newson, of course, indorses it! The 
Abolitionists are only to be acted with in a matter of busi 
ness. Thisis the sole condition. If they are unwilling to 
pay, no coalition with them. If they decline to pay, then 

a bargain may be made elsewhere—if one can be made. 
| This is emphatically the patriotism which John Ran- 
dolph so bitterly denounced—‘ the loaves and fishes’ patriot- 
ism—the ‘ contents of the flesh-pots’ patriotism. 

* Was it not charged by the Greenville Democrat, during 
the congressional canvass of last summer, that Elder New 
SON Was supposed to be under the influence of slight aboli 
tion proclivitics ? We have a faint recollection of reading 
|| something of the kind in that journal. He surely has done 
nothing since he arrived here that tends to exonerate bim 
from such a suspicion. 

“'The Ohio newspaper which went into deep mourning 
| for John Brown, is his loudest and most vehement trump- 

eter.”’ 

Mr. NELSON. And, again, in the States of the 
22d instant, another article has appeared which 1 
ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 
|} “Very Compiimentary—Very.—The abolition journals 
i fancy that they have found a valuable southern ally in Mr. 
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Netson, of Tennessee. We trust that te Knoxville Regis- 
ter, Greenville Democrat, and other East Tennessee Dem 
ocratic newspapers, W ill give a conspicuous insertion to the 
complimentary notice bestowed upon this new member ot 
the House, from that division of the State, by the Cleveland 
(Ohio) Herald, a journal which went into deep mourning 
tor John Brown the day after-his execution. This notice 
will be found in yesterday's edition of the States and Union 
Parson Brownlow and his Know Nothing coadjutors will, 
of course, transfer it to their columns with appropriate com 
mendations. 


“** Marry, sir! my friends praise me and make an ass of me.’ 

* Upon the principle that ‘a bad beginning makes a good 
end,’ there is a large margin of reasonable hope that the 
congressional career of Mr. Neuson will terminate bril 
liantly ; tor assuredly there never was a mere inauspicious 
commencement than hi lle played to a Helper testimo 
nial audience, with abolition letter-writers as his clequers. 
if this be the glory to which he aspires, let him make the 
most of it—with his constitucney. 


** Pity that the confidence of a district, so worthily repre 
sented for the last four years by the whole-souled Watkins 

a devoted son of the sunny South, and true to her fires~ 
should have been so misplaced.” 

Mr. NELSON. The same editor has published 
various other articles denunciatory of the south- 
ern Opposition and American parties; and, in al 
lusion to the latter, he stated, in his paper of the 
20th instant, that— 

** Porthe Democracy to coalesce with either, as a measure 
of expediency, would be to get @ grease spot upon its un 
sullied garments, which would signify in all coming time 
that it had been in shabby company.” 

And, at the close of the article, in adverting 
to the possibility of Mr. Swerman’s election as 
Speaker, the editor says: 

** Better, far, for the good of all concerned, that the House 
should adjourn sine die than that this should oecur.”’ 

Other articles have appeared in that paper, ap- 
parently written for the purpose of intimidating 
the members of the southern Opposition on this 
floor. 

Believing, as I do, that, in a Government like 
ours, it is far better to tolerate the licentiousness 
rather than to restrict the freedom of the press, 
and that every citizen has a perfect right to enter- 
tain and express sentiments different from my 
own, I have forborne any attention to these arti- 
cles, and would not notice them now but for the 
studied and malignant efforts to injure me in the 
estimation of all my countrymen, but more es- 
vecially in the good will of my constituents. This 
Siéunatinel the country, therefore, will excuse me 
for stating—what it might not be proper for me 
to advert to under other circumstances—that, so 
far from it being true, as the editor of the States 
would seem to intimate, that my remarks have 
only been approved in, what he styles, the black- 
est of the Republican papers, the Union senti- 
ments to which I gave utterance have been most 
cordially indorsed by the editors or correspondents 
of various papers in Massachusetts, New York, 
Pennsylvania, Maryland, Ohio, Virginia, Ken 
tucky, and Tennessee; some of which are Amer- 
ican, some Republican, and one, at least, Demo- 
cratic. 

{ have heard that similar approbation has been 
expressed in other journals, in various other parts 
of the country, but, not having them in my pos- 
session, | do not refer to them. 

It will thus be seen that the editor of the States 
has been guilty of a gross suppression of the truth, 
in tacitly seeking to make the impression on the 
minds of my constituents, that my sentiments 
have been approved of alone by a Black Republi- 
can paper which was dressed im mourning for old 
John Brown. lam highly gratified to know that 
the expressions of love and devotion to this great 
Union find an almost universal echo inthe hearts 
of my countrymen, and are fully indorsed by the 
leading southern Opposition newspapers in Ten- 
nessee. Most of the complimentary notices of 
my address have been written by persons whom I 
never saw, and over whom I could exert no pos- 
sible influence, and I do not regard these compli- 
ments as being personal to.myself, bu! es the ex- 
pression of that undying love of the American 
Union which so generally animates and inspires 
the American mind and heart. In this view, it 
will be gratifying to every lover of our country to 
be informed that letters of congratulation have 
been sent to me from every quarter; in many cases, 

|| from persons to whom I am a stranger, «and in 

many others by some of the ablest and most pa 

triotic citizens of my native State. This and the 
mighty demonstrations of popular sentiment re 
|| cently made at the great public meetings held in 
'| Boston, Philadelphia, New York, and other places 
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have satis fic d my mind, that. although we arein 
the midst of : spirit of moder- 


tne de] perations 


| . . ly 
perilous crisis, th 


ation will animate and gover 
and purposes of an immense majority of the Amer- 
ican people, and that the madness and folly of 
every cffort which has been made to sever the ties 
that r, will be signally re- 
buked by the everwhelming voices of our patri- 
otic countrymen. My only regret is that | am 
not an abler and more powerful advocate of this 


tvi bound us togt thi 


great cau - but, so far as my ability ext nds, J 
am willing ** to do and to suffer’’ whatever may 
be necessary to uphold it, and, if need be, to lay 


down .ny life in its defen: 

The appeal made to the Knoxville Register will 
be understood when I state that, in the course of 
my canva , it be came necessary for me to r ply 
to one of its articles, and to animadvert, with ju st 

everity, upon the conduct and management of 
the Bank of Kast ‘Tennessee ° The efforts to en- 
list the Greenville Democrat, a paper published 
in my district, in a renewed contest against m 

will be comprehended upon the following brief 
statement of facts. During my canvass, my able 
and distinguished competitor, in accordance with 
generally adopted by the Democratic 
journals and orators in the late contest in Ten- 
nessec, attempted to show that there was an aili- 
ance between the southern Opposition and what 
he called the Black tepublican Oppo: ition of the 
North; and, in our first discussion at Jonesboro’, 
as well as in our discussions at other places, hi 
propounded the question, how would | vote, if 
elected to Coneress, in the event that no election 
of President was made by the people, and the con 
test should come into this House? 'T’o this qu 
tion I responded, in substance, that | would not 
vote for a Democrat or a Black Re publican, but 
would vote for Mr. Fillmore, or any other good 
Whig, North or South, devoted to the Union. A 
writer in the Jonesboro’ Union, in giving an ac- 
count of the discussion, charged that I had said, 
in substance, that I would vote fora Black Re- 
publican for President in preference to a Demo- 
crat. Sosoonas I saw this statement, [denounced 


the lactt 





cs 


it as false,in my speech at New Market, and my | 


competitor, in the presence of at least one thou- 
sand persons, voluntarily and magnanimously 
arose and stated that my version of what had 
occurred in our previous discussion was correct. 
Soon after this, the Greenville Democrat pub- 
lished, in substance, that I preferred an Abolition 
President to James Buchanan. Born and raised 
in a slave State, having resided there all my life, 
and entertaining no conscreniious scruples on the 
subject of holding slaves—which I regard as sanc- 
tioned by thie highest authority among all civil- 
ized nations—I considered that the repetition of 


this charge, under the circumstances, was a gross | 


insult, and felt it my duty to denounce the editor 
of the Greenville Democrat as a liar in various 
public speeches, and in his presence in my public 


speech atGreenville. ‘This led to an amicable cor- | 


respondence between us, begun by him, and, from 
explanations contained in his letters, I agreed to 
withdraw the offensive expression, on condition 
that he should publish the truth in his paper, which 


he did, including the correspondence, on the 22d | 


June, 1859. 


in regard to the letter addressed by Dr. Brown- | 


low to Rev. N. G. Taylor, Il have simply to say, 
that it was written by him while on a visit to 


Healing Springs, Bath county, Virginia, on the | 


26th of August, 1859; that I never saw or heard 
of the letter until I saw it in the Greenville Dem- 
ocrat; that I am in no way responsible for its 
sentiments; and that since the foray at Harper’s 
Ferry, Dr. Brownlow himself, judging from the 
tone of his paper, has wholly changed his views 
in regard to the propriety of any union between 


the southern Opposition and the Papettione in | 


the organization of this House. In his paper of 
the 18th of October, 1859, Dr. Brownlow charged, 
over his own signature, that his letter *‘ had been 
stolen from the mail bags or post office at Peoples- 
ville, in Carter county,’’ but has not, so far as I 
know, made public, as yet, the proofs to substan- 
tiate this statement. How far it may be regarded 
as honorable to publish or quote from a letter 
thus, or in some other mode, surreptitiously ob- 
tained in violation of private correspondence, 
though promptly avowed and earnestly defended 
by its author, is unnecessary for me to determine. 
Suffice it to say that when the editor of the States 
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years has been, my firm friend, and, with all his 


| organization of the House, and in that alone, | 


| cause I saw that my vote would not elect him, 


' in the discussions of 1856, Mr. Suerman drew, | 
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charges, as he does in his paper, that the letter 
of Dr. Brownlow, or so much of it as he quotes, | 
is **a key to my speech,’’ and that I, ‘of course, | 
indorse it,’’ he has published a willful and mali- | 
cious falschood, and is guilty of a gross and | 
unjustifiable libel. 

Dr. Brownlow is, and for more than twenty 


broadly and distinctly, the line of demarcation 
between the Republicans and Abolitionists, and 
showed that the former, in that day at least, did 
not sympathize with the extreme views of the 
latter. As both, however, are and have been art- 
fully confounded in southern Democratic journals, 
I think, with all deference to him and his friends, 
that his election would, in the present state of ex- 
| citement, exert a most unhappy influence on the 
southern mind, and that, if possible, this House 
should endeavor to avert it by the election of a 
national Democrat or national Whig, who does 
not sympathize with the secession or abolition 
sentiment; and, in that view, I shall continue to 
vote for a southern Oppositionist, until I shall fee] 
u my duty to change my course; and, whenever 
thus impelled, will alter it without hesitation. 

In the mean time, I hope it will be remembered 
that, so far as any inference can be drawn from 
the manner in which the Democratic votes in this 
House have hithérto been cast, no Democrat could 
have been elected, even if he had received the en- 

vote which I believed would be injurious to the |, tire southern Opposition vote, because it does not 
South. Before I reached this city, and while on |) appear, thus far, that the Democracy have beeu 
my way here, I understood that a member of this |, able to give a united vote, and it would require 
House [Mr. Coss] had expressed the desire that || that and the southern Opposition vote to effect an 
a Speaker should be elected by a union of the |) election. On the other hand, there have been two 
Democracy with the southern Opposition on fair || occasions upon which if all the Democratic mem- 
and honorable terms; and, in view of the scenes |, bers had seen proper to unite their votes to those 
at Harper’s Ferry, and other circumstances of || of the southern Opposition and those of the ecn- 
irritation to the South, I expressed myself as |) servative gentlemen from Pennsylvania and New 
being favorable to such a urion on a national || Jersey who voted for Mr. Gumer, an election of 


eccentricity of character, is the devoted friend of 
his country and of good morals. We have often 
differed in opinion, but each has tolerated in the 
other perfect freedom of thought and of action. 
We differ, probably, in our views as to the mode 
of organizing this House. While canvassing my | 
district, I refused to commit myself in regard to | 
the Speaker’s election, because the elections of 
members to Congress had not then terminated, 
and because I could not anticipate who would be 
the candidates. As the charge of Black Repub- | 
licanism was very freely and very unjustly cir- 
culated against me, I told my constituents that I 


would not, in the election. for Speaker, give any 


Democrat, if one could be found-—not regarding Speaker could have been effected. 
the election of a Republican as cause to dissolve I thank the House for its patient attention; I 


the Union—upon fair and honorable principles, || especially thank the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
merely for the sake of organization, and not with || Smiru] for his courtesy in yielding me the floor. 
the view to any ulterior fusion with the Demo- 
cratic party. IL have not regarded the organiza- | 
tion of the House as involving any question of 
principle, but as being in the nature of a mere 
police regulation. 

Although I entertained the opinion I have ex- 
pressed, I did not fecl, and do not now feel, that, 
as a Whig, or southern Oppositionist, it would 
be becoming in me or the party to which I belong 
to make any advance whatever to the Democratic 
leaders, because of the insult offered to our party 
in the Democratic resolutions and proceedings 
connected with thé election of Speaker in 1855-56, 
and because they are the stronger and we the 
weaker body. But I have felt at times willing, 
since 1 came here, to act with that party in the 
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Mr. SMITH, of Virginia, resumed the floor. 

Mr. GARTRELL. I move that the House do 
now proceed to ballot for Speaker. 

Mr. KEITT. I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

Mr. GARTRELL. The gentleman from South 

Carolina had not the floor for that motion. 
| Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I want to make a 
remark or two. The House will bear me witness 
| that I have certainly practiced a very liberal in- 
dulgence to those gentlemen who have appealed 
to my courtesy,so much so that the time has been 
consumed in which I might have succeeded in 
making my sentiments knownto the House. Both 
the House and myself are su fatigued now as that 
it would not be very judicious for me to under- 
_take to proceed. But, Mr. Clerk, there is one 
branch of the subject which I prefer to speak on 
this evening; and after I get through with it, I 
will submit either to a motion to adjourn or a 
motion to proceed to a ballot. I desire to do this 
because I think it necessary that our position on 
that subject should be understood. It is in refer- 
ence to the remarks of the gentleman from Penn- 
| sylvania, yesterday, [Mr. Grow.] Still, I am 
willing to ie justas the House desires. [Cries of 
‘* Vote!’’ ** Vote!’’ from the Republican benches. ] 
Very well; I am content to have a vote taken. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I move a call of 

the.House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The roll was accordingly called; and the follow- 
| ing members failed to answer to their names: 
Messrs. Crank B. Cocurane, James Cratc, Dim- 
| mick, Garnett, Hawkins, Hickman, JENKINS, 
Lanprvum, Macray, Nixon, PENDLETON, PHELPs, 
Rust, Sepewick, STALLWORTH, STEVENS, STRAT- 
| ron, Woop, and Van Wyck. 

During the call, 

Mr. MILES stated that Mr. Garnertr had 
paired with Mr. Mittwarp. 

Mr. HASKIN stated that Mr. Hickman had 
| paired with Mr. Dimmicx till next Thursday morn- 
ing. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRAN Estated that Mr. Mac- 
| Lay had paired with Mr. Sepewick till next 
| Wednesday. 

Mr. PENNINGTON stated that Mr. Nixon 
| had paired with Mr. Stevenson. 

Mr. MOORE, of Alabama, stated that Mr. 
Puewrs had paired with Mr. Stratron till Tues- 
day at twelve o’clock. 

Mr. HALE stated that Mr. Srevens had paired 
_with Mr. Craic, of Missouri, for ten days. 

Mr. KILLINGER stated that Mr. Woop had 
paired with Mr. Rusr. . 


whenever—if ever—a disposition shall be mani- 
fested to treat us as equals, and not to coerce us 
into submission; but so long as a tone of defiance 
is assumed by its leaders or its editors, I shall 
resist such action to the utmost of my ability. 
Sentiments similar to these were entertained, as I 
have reason tobelieve, by a large majority of the 
southern Opposition before our motives and pur- 
poses were assailed; but the course of vituper- 
ation pursued towards us has been calculated to 
change, and probably has changed, this feeling. 
As there were members of our party who were 
unwilling, under existing, and perhaps under any 
circumstances, to act with the Democracy, and 
as my vote could have been of no possible service 
to that party, I have preferred to vote, and have 
voted from the beginning, for Mr.Gitmer or Mr. 
Boreter, believing, as | do, that the election of 
a southern Opposition man as Speaker would do 
more to quiet the apprehensions of the country 
than anything which could be accomplished by 
this House. I did not vote for Mr. Mittson be- 





and because I did not know whether he would re- 
gard, as many southern Democrats do, the elec- 
tion of a Republican as President as cause for a 
dissolution of the Union; and will not, knowingly, 
vote for any man who entertains that opinion. 

I cannot, consistently, cast my vote for Mr. 
Suerman as Speaker, because I think his election 
at this time would produce an unhappy alienation 
of feeling on the part of the South. While I say 
this, in perfect respect to him, I am free to declare 
that, whee a man, who is technically my peer, 
arises upon this floor, and says, in substance, that, 
if he ialeeed the Helper book, he did it through 
inadvertence, and does not approve its extreme 
doctrines, I am constrained to accept his state- 
ments as true until the contrary appears, This 
assertion of his is strengthened by the fact that, || 
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Mr. MORSE stated that he had paired with Mr. 
Hawks for one week, unless he (Mr. M.) 
could get some one to take his place 

Mr. TAYLOR said: Mr. Lanprvu M, my col- 
le ague, is not in the House > but he has so far re- 
covered that his physicians recommende d him to 
ride out to-day. He could not, without some in- 
conv nience, be here at night; and Mr. Stewart, 

f Pennsylvania, has kindly consented to pair 
W vith him to-day. 

After the call, 

Mr. GARTRELL moved to proceed to a ballot. 

The motion was agreed to. 

TWENTIETH BALLOT. 

The House proces ded to the twentieth ballot for 
Speaker, with the following result: Whole num- 
ber of votes cast, 212; necessary to a choice, 107; 
of whick=v 
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So there was no choice. 

The following is the vote in detail: 

For Mr. Sherman—Mesgs. Charles F. Adams, Aldrich, 
Alley, Ashley, Babbitt, Beale, Bingham, Blair, Blake, Bray- 
ton, Buthnton, Burlingame, Burnham, Burroughs, Butter 
field, Campbell, Carey, Carter, Case, Colfax, Conkling, 
Corwin, Covode, Curtis, Dawes, Delano, Duell, Dunn, Ed- 
gerton, Edwards, Eliot, Ely, Farnsworth, Fenton, Ferry, 
Foster, Frank, French, Gooch, Graham, Grow, Gurley, 
Hale, Hall, Haskin, Helmick, Hoard, Humphrey, Hutch- 
ins, Irvine, Junkin, Francis W. Kellogg, William Kellogg, 
Kenyon, Kilgore, Killinger, DeWitt C. Leach, Lee, Long 
necker, Loomis, Lovejoy, Marston, McKean, McKnight, 
McPherson, Moorhead, Morrill, Edward Joy Morris, Oljin, 
Palmer, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Porter, Potter, Pottle, 
Rice, Christopher Robinson, Royce, Schwartz, Scranton, 
Somes, Spaulding, Spinner, Stanton, Tappan, Thayer, 
Theaker; ‘Tompkins, Train, Trimble, Vandever, Verree, 
Wade, Waldron, Walton, Cadwalader C. Washburn, Eliihu 
B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Wells, Wilson, Windom, 
and Woodruff. 

For Mr. Millson—Messrs. Allen, Ashmore, Avery, Bar- 
rett, Bocock, Clemens, Jolin B. Clark, ee Coch- 
rane, Cox, Burton Craige, De Jarnette, Edmundson, Gar- 
trell, Hardeman, John T’. Harris, Houston, Hughes, Jones, 
Logan, MeClernand, Noell, Peyton, Scott, William Smith, 
Thomas, and Winslow. 


For Mr. Gilmer—Messrs. Green Adams, William C. 
derson, Boteler, Bouligny, Brabson, Briggs, Bristow, Il. 


Winter Davis, Etheridge, J. Morrison Harris, 
James M. Leach, Mallory, Nelson, Quarles, 
H. Smith, Stokes, and Webster. 

For Mr. Bocock—Messrs. Barksdale, Burch, Burnett, 
Crawford, Reuben Davis, Hindinan, Kunkel, Pryor, Ruffin, 
and Simms. 

For Mr. Houston—Messrs. Bonham, Branch, Kcitt, La- 
mar, Millson, Niblack, Singleton, and Taylor. 

For Mr. John G. Davis—Messrs. Howard, 
Montgomery, Isaac N. Morris, Riggs, James C 
and Sickles. 

For Mr. Vallandigham—Messrs. Boyce, Curry, Jackson, 
Leake, Pendleton, and Charles D. Martin. 

For Mr. Maynard—Messrs. Davidson, English, Florence 
Underwood, and Vance. 

For Mr. Mc Queen—Messts. Miles, 
Pugh. 

For Mr. Riggs—Messtrs. Horace F. Clark and Reynolds. 

For Mr. Barksdale—Messrs. Cobb and Cooper. 


William N. 


Larrabee, 
- Robinson, 


Sydenham Moore, and 


For Mr. Green Adams—Messrs. Maynard and Laban T. 
Moore. 

For Mr. Bronch—Messrs. Reagan and Whiteley. 

For Mr. Taylor—Messrs. Fouke and Woodson. 

For Mr. Horace F. Clark—Mr. Adrain. 

For Mr. Maliory—Mr. Thomas L. Anderson. 

For Mr. Adrain—Mr. John G. Davis. 

For Mr. Briggs—Mr. Gilmer. 

For Mr. Stevenson—Mr. Holman. 

For Mr. Pugh—Mr. Love. 

For Mr. Lurrabee—Mr. Elbert S. Martin. 

For Mr. Miles—Mr. McQueen. 

For Mr. Maclay—Mr. McRae. 

For Mr. Niblack—Mr. James A. Stewart. 

For Mr. Phelps—Mr. Stout. 

For Mr. Winslow—Mr. Vailandigham. 

For Mr. Thomas—Mr. Wright. 

For Mr. MeClernand—Mr. Hamilton. 


An- 


THE CONGRESSION 


Hatton, Hill, || 


| the 


|| floor,and move that the House proceed to bs 





Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. 1 do not think, 
Mr. Clerk, that we can elect a Speaker for a 
month. But if we res , re can be new) 
bers elected in thatume. I propo rentiemen 
on the other s id of the House, that the mem 
on this side will resign, if they do. [Laughte: 
and crics of ** That's right,’*} lhe people wall 
ASS UPON US yA as send new delegations her 

Mr. MOORE, f Kentu ky. Let us organiz 


first, and then the eople will understand what we 


have dor it 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mis ippl, (to Mr. Kun- 
GORE.) Do you a ept iy pi POS ? 

Mr. KILGORE. Ido. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Missis: PP nu. IT will put my 
certificate in the hands of the Clerk. 

Mr. MOORHEAD. Thatisa very good prop- 


osition coming from a minority 


ADJOURNMENT OVER THE 

Mr, KEITT. I move that when th 
adjourns, it adjourn to meet on Tuesday. 

Several Republican Mempers called for th: 
yeas and nays. 
' Mr. BONHAM. I move anamendment: 
the House adjourn till the second day of Jan 
next, 

Mr. CRAIGE, of 


no right, under the Co 


to a majority. 
HOLIDAYS. 
| Tous 


that 
uary 


We have 
We 


North Carolina. 
on ent to do that. 








ought to stay here and do the public business. 
[Cries of ** That is sont!” from the Republican 
benches. ] 

bank KEITT. My judgment is, that this Hous 
Ww ld do the 7 ylic oe siness twice as well by ad- 
isi ing over for a longer time. 

Mr. SMI’ rH ¢ Vi irginia. I trust that no mo- 
tion willbe made to adjourn over to the 2d of Jan 
uary. I yielded the floor in a spirit of court Vy 
and perha ;too liberally. I want the gratific 
tion of aking to-morrow; and I claim it from 
the courtesy as well as from the justice of the 
Hous [ protest again adjourn! wover. [Cries 
of ** Thati sright!”’ from tl Re p tblican benche s.] 
On that point I wish to speak to the gentleman 
who spoke yesterday, as well as on subjects r 


ferred to in his remarks 


Mr. MOORHEAD. Isubmita motion for an- 
other ballot. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. It was understood, 
when I gave way for the taking of a vote, that 


after that vote was taken, there would be an ad 


journment. I claim understanding 





hat 
be carrl d out. 
Mr. KEITT. Ido not want to keep th ron- 
tleman from Virginia in the pangs of traval 
[laughter] for a single moment. I withdraw my 


motion, 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I move that the 
House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agr 
twenty-eight minutes past fo 
House adjourned. 


ee 1 to; und tnereupon 





iro Clock, p. Mi. 
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SATURDAY, December 24, 


REPRESENTATIVES. 
1559. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Praye 
by Rev. Samvet V. Leecu. 
‘The Journal of yesterday was re: dand approv d. 


THE SP] 
The CLERK s 
missibility of the 
Low, on Thursday la 
Virginia, was entitl d to the 
Mr. BONHAM. Mr. 
honorable member from Virgini 
vive notice to the House that after he shall have 
conclude d his spt ech, I shall endeavor to geet the 
illot for 
Speaker, faithfully and throughout this day, with- 
out intermission, [cries of ** Right!’’ **Good!”’ 
from the Republican benches:] and, failing in 
| that, I shall endeavor to get leave of the House 
| to offer a resolution. [Cries of ** Read for inform- 
ation.’’] 
The resolution was fr id, for 
follows: 
Resolved, 


DAKERSHIP. 
stated the que 


re solution ou 


stion to be on the ad- 


red by Mr. Wivs- 
rhich Mr. Smiru, of 
floor. 


t, on Ww 


Clerk, by the leave of 


information, as 


That, from and after to-day, no vote for Speaker 


journed till Wednesday next. 


| Messrs. SPAULDING, CRAIGE of North 
| Carolina, and other members, rose to object. 


NAL GLOBE. 


a nit 


1, | desire to , 


of this House shall be taken before the hour of twelve, 
noon, on Wednesday, the ninth day of January next; and | 
when the House adjourns to-day, that it shall stand ad 
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vanaiiaiiats was only read 


»CL E ERK, The 


rrmation. 

Mr. FOUKE. I would ask my trend from 
Virginia to yield the floor to me fora brief period, 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. The House will 
perceive that [ have been very courteous to gen- 
lemen in yielding the floor. I believe I yu ided 
the floor for two or three hours: yest rday; and 
how thi tleman from Illinois makes a further 
appeal to me. As they are settling a family 
quarrt l in illinois, ido not well see how l can re- 
fuse to yteld him the floor, because I have estab- 
lished the principle; l therefore yield to the gen- 
tleman from Llinois, and trust that he will occupy 
no more time than ts necessary for perspicuity. 

Mr. FOUKE. By the courtesy of my excel- 


lent friend from the Old Dominion, I find that I 


have an opportunity of— 

Mr. GROW. I want to call attention to this 
farming out the floor, to which gentlemen objected 
so much yesterday. I do not object to it. 

Mr. FOUKE. I would state to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania that I have on one or two 
occasions made unsuccessful att mpts to get the 
floor. 

Mr. GROW. I hope the gentleman will not 


consider me as making any objection myself. 1 


am only calling attention to the fact that gentle- 
men who object d yest rday to farming out the 
floor, do not object to-day. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I wish it distinetly 


am not farming out the floor. 
A Republican MemBper. Whatdo y 
_Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I yielded to other 
gentlemen yesterday, and cannot well see how | 
can help yielding to the gentleman from Illinois 
to-day. lam ve ry anxious to pro¢ aaa Ll will 
certainly yield no more after the gentleman from 
Iilinois has finished his remarks. 
Mr. BRANCH. 1 would like to say to the 
ntleman from Pennsylvania, that the gentleman 
who objected to farming out the floor yesterday, 
(Mr. Rurrin,] is not now in his seat. I say this 
in order that no injustice may be done to that gen- 
tleman in supposing that he would object to one 


ventleman farming out the floor and not object to 
+} 


understood that I 


» an) 
yu cal 


Fs 
Ir. FOUKRE. Imustreturn my 
; . ’ 
ntleman from Virginia for 
atlorded me of answering some 


sincere thank 3 


to the ¢ ortu 


tin Op] 


nity which he ha 


portionsof the speech of my colleague [ Mr. l’arns- 
worth] yesterday. vill notinflict on the Hou 

what is termed a set speech. ‘That is something 
which | never do. All that I shall say shall have 
relation to stubborn facts unembellisl bi d by rhet- 


oric—facts bearing upon the matters under dis- 


cussion. 


* 
My colleague [Mr. Farnsworth) arraigned, 
vesterday, the Hlmois Democratic delegation on 
this floor, for their votes given in the House fox 


Speaker. He has defined his political position, 

and, as I presume, the position of the Republican 
ro 

party. He has also made an assault on Senator 


DouGuas, of the State of Illinoi I propose to 


re ply Lo him, on all of the se } lnts, a bri tly as 


po sible 

Now, sir, why is it that itlemen, on every 
occasion, in season and out of it, will make at- 
tacks upon the honorable Senator from Llineis 


As tothe 


ratte ce te dy te rday by my 


oomparise 


collearue, between the views of that distinguished 
Senatorand the views sctoutin the Helper book, 
l ean only say that it is unworthy of an answe) 
from me or any other Llinoisian. I say it with 

personal ‘spe ct to my collea We have 
nothing else to do but to pass it by in silent con 
tempt, for the history of Srepnen A. Doveuas is 


records of the country; and can it be po 
sible thata rm ‘ ord of ove riwe hty yeal s? service in 
the councils of the nation is to ‘A wiped out by 
the mere breath of a political opponent, who de- 
clared upon this floor yesterday, in substance, 
that he would rather any other man in the 
country eleeted President than Srerugn A. Doue- 
Las? And that, I believe, is the prevailing senti- 
mentof the Re ‘pub lican pe ty of the United State 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. The centlemar 
understood me, I think. I did not say 
Mr. FOUKE. In substance, sir; I unde: 
my coll sague to say so in subst ul 
tred to Senator Dove as is det n their hearts, 
for many a heavy blow has he give 
native State—the State of Illinois. 


But, sir, in order to set this matter 


upon th 


see 


mis- 
t 


this 
Lhat. 


tood 


i iit 


ri ili my 


‘ ntirely at 




































































el Sgt bee 


ee ee ee 


area 













Ripe 


206 _ a 


how the honorable Senator from Illinois stands, 
so far as I am acquainted with his political his- 
tory, on the topics of the day. I do not speak 
by authority, but I have he: ard him upon every 
stump in the State of Illinois, and I believe that 
i know his political senuments about as well as 
most mn in the State, or out of it. Srepnen A. 


Dover.as stands upon the Cincinnati platform, , 


and he desires nothing else than that it should be 
adopted at the Charleston Convention, without 
the crossing of a t or the dotting of an i. 
will support the nominee of that convention, and 
do it in good faith; and so will the Democracy of 
the State of Hlinois. We do not come here for the 
purpose of quarreling with anybody. We do not 
come here for the purpose of making assaults upon 
any branch of the Democratic party; but we come 
here prepared to maintain our rights and to repel 
any assault that may be made upon us, or any of 


He, sir, | 


our friends, in any shape or in any mauner that | 


may be proposed. That is the position that we 
from the State of Illinois occupy: We recognize 
all as Democrats who act as such. We have 
buried past differences, and recognize every man 
as a Democrat who stands by Democratic princi- 
ples and the Democratic organization. And he 
who now stands outside of the Democratic organ- 
ization ought not to go to the Charleston conven- 
uon. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. If the gentleman will 
allow me, | would like to ask him one question. 

Mr. FOUKE. One moment, if you please. I 
have remained silent during the whole of this pro- 
tracted discussion, and have not attempted to in- 
terrupt any rentleman, or to raise my voice ex- 
cept to vote. I did not intend to have addressed 
the House on the present occasion, but circum- 
stances have sce me to come forward, and I 
hope my colleague will excuse me, as 1 do not 
desire to be interrupted. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. Certainly; but I should | 


like to have the floor to put the question to my 
colleague when he concludes. 

Mr. FOUKE. If the gentleman desires to say 
anything personal to himself, I will yield to him 
with pleasure. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I simply wish to ask 
my colleague whether Mr. Dove tas will support 
a candidate upon a platform upon which he would 
not be a candidate himself? 

Mr. FOUKE. { will answer for myself. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Mr. Dovwetas said that 


he would not be acandidate unless nominated upon 





a platform which recognizes his principle of the | 


right of the people of a Territory to legislate 
against slavery. 1 want my colleague to say if 
Mr. Doveras would support another man upon 
a platform which he would not himself be a can- 
didate upon? 

Mr. FOUKE. |! will say this, once for all, to 
the Democracy of the North and of the South, 
that Srepnen A. Doveras and the Illinois De- 
mocracy will support the nomince of the Charles- 
ton convention. Is that enough ? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. On any platform. 

Mr. FOUKE. I will, before I get through, 
explain why | will support the nominee of the 
Charleston convention in opposition to the Black 
Republican candidate with the views entertained 
by that party, if J can be so successful as to make 
myself understood. 

Now, sir, | was sorry to hear my friend from 
Mississippi [Mr. Sincietron] declare the other 
day that he would not support the nominee of that 
convention under certain contingencies. After 
making that declaration, I presume that that gen- 
tleman will not pretend to go into the Charleston 
convention. | suppose that no gentleman who 
has a mental reservation that he will not, under 
some circumstances, support the nominee of that 
convention, will go into it. Let me illustrate: 
suppose that that gentleman and myself had a mat- 
ter in controversy, an unsettled account, and, to 
avoid a protracted litigation, it should be submit- 
ted to arbitration: would it be right and proper 
that I should go into that arbitration with a mental 
reservation that I would abide by the decree if it 
was in my favor and would repudiate it if it was 
against me ? 

Now, sir, I hold that we are to take the Cin- 
cinnati platform as it is, as the fundamental law of 
the party until it shall be altered by competent 
authority. 





Ss sss pe 


Henee it is, that we deny the right of |! 1856. He is the man who suggested the candi- 


| otherwise. 
| experience. 
| fear that by some indiscretion of our friends we 


rest, on both sides of the House, I will state here | any man to make a test upon us. We make no 


test uponany member of the party, and we utterly 
ca ny the right of any man or set of men, from any 
section of the country, to make a test upon us. 


E CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


In this connection, l ask the Clerk to read the | 


resolutions which [ send to the desk, as defining 
the position of the Hlinois Democracy. 

The Clerk read, as follows: ’ 

“Colonel McClernand, from the committee to prepare 


resolutions for the consideration of the convention, made | 


the following report ; which was read, and, on motion, each 
resolution was separately read and unanimously adopted : 

“1. Resolved, That the Democratic party of the State of 
Ilinois, through her delegates in general convention assem- 
bled, do reassert and deciare the principles avowed by them 
as when, on forfMer occasions, they have presented their 
candidates for popular suffrage. 

2. Resolved, ‘That they are unalterably attached to, and 
will maintain inviolate, the princip!es declared by the na- 
tional convention at Cincinnati, in sune, 1855. 

* 3. Resolved, Thatthey avow with renewed energy their 
devotion to the Federal Union of the United States, their 
carnest desire to avert sectional strife, their determination 
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dates for that convention. He is really the embod- 
iment of the Republican party of that State. My 
colleague will not gainsay that declaration—never, 
never; because my colleague is one of his peculiar 
protegés, trained by him in all his political opin- 
ions, some of which he has attempted to main- 
tain upon this floor. That is the truth. But, 
@though avoiding some of his opinions and doc- 
trines, he will not avow all of them, lest he might 
injure the Republican party 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. My colleague is alto- 
gether mistaken. He is not posted. 

Mr. FOUKE. They know very well in north- 





ern Illinois that the sentiments of John Went- 


io maintain the severcignty of the States, and to protect | 


every State, and the people thereof, in all their constitu- 
tional rights. 

**4, Resolved, That the platform of principles established 
by the National Democratic Convention at Cincinnati is the 
only authoritative exposition of Democratic doctrine, and 
that they deny the right of any poweron earth, excepta like 
body, to change or interpolate that platform, or to prescribe 
new and different tests; that they will neither do it them- 
selves, nor permit it to be done by others, but will recognize 
all men as Democrats who stand by and uphold Democratic 
principles.’ 

Mr. FOUKE. Mr. Clerk, those are the res- 
olutions adopied at the State convention of Illi- 
nois, introduced into that body by my talented 

% Kn . 
colleague, [Mr. McCuiernanpn.|] ‘They explain 
the position of our party in Illinois. Now, with 
this position and Senator Dov@tas as our leader, 
who has fought five hundred battles for the Dem- 
ocratic party and not one against it, what Dem- 
ocrat in any section of the country will stand up 
and charge the Illinois Democracy or Judge 
Doveias with treason to that party ? We, in Illi- 
nois, as I said before, regard a man who has stood 
for twenty years in the front ranks, in every bat- 
tle we have ever had, as one who cannot be charged 
with treason to the Democratic party. I will say 
to my friends of the South that our political con- 
tests in Illinois are more in the nature of revolu- 
tions than ordinary political contests; they are 
revolutions, sweeping over the whole State, from 
Cairo to Chicago, from the mouth of the Ohio to 
Lake Michigan. You fight these Republicans at 
a distance, and know nothing of the trials-and 
difficulties of the Democratic party in Illinois; yet 
I find some Democrats from your section who are 
willing to announce to the House that under cer- 


tain circumstances they will not support the nom- | 


inee of the Charleston convention. 
granted that any man who takes this position 
estops himself from going into or taking part in 
that convention. We, the Democrats of a free 
State, stand between the two extremes. You fight 
your battles over our heads. 

Again, gentlemen from the extreme North have 
nothing to do but yield to the prejudices of their 
constituents, and they are floated into seats upon 
this floor which they may retain for a lifetime. 
Gentlemen from the South have nothing to do 
but to yield to the extreme prejudices of their 
constituents, and the effect is the same; but we, 
the Democrats of Illinois, if we come here at all, 
must come by virtue of the strength and justice 
of our appeals to the yy we cannot come 

These truths are attested by public 
We stand constantly trembling for 


may be swept away—swept into political non- 
entity. I ask gentlemen from the South that they 
will commit no indiscretion that shall make it 
more difficult for us to sustain ourselves, and con- 
sequently them and the great Democratic oe. 
We are willing to stand by you to the last. e 
are willing to carry the flag of the Democratic 
party into the thickest of the fight. We are will- 
ing to forget the past and bury past grievances. 
Now, then, Mr. Clerk, one word in regard to 


'my colleague, who addressed the House yester- 


day, and his excellent friend, John Wentworth, 
the editor of the Chicago Democrat. I know his 
answer exactly, if I were to ask him who John 
Wentworth is? He is the man who baptized the 
Republican party in Illinois. He isthe man who 
designated the time and place for holding the Re- 
publican cénvention of the State of Ilinois in 


I take it for | 


' worth are the sentiments of the Republican party. 


John Wentworth has never been the candidate for 
any local office that my colleague has not been 
foremost in the fight, and in his endeavors to carry 
the contest to a successful termination. 

Now, sir, for the sake of showing my friend’s 
sympathy with John Wentworth, and that John 
Wentworth did sympathize with John Brown, I 
ask the Clerk to read the following extract from 
the Chicago Democrat, Wentworth’s paper. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

“'The old gentleman (Brown) is still alive, and likely to 
recover, and talks to the slaveholders like a bold and con- 


scientious man—one who was not afraid to die in the cause 
of human liberty; while some papers, professing to be 


| friendly to that cause, are cowardly setting their sails to 
| the justification of his martyrdom, merely because they 
| fear that his zeal will hurt an organization out of which 


they hope to get office. Had such papers existed in the time 
of the American Revolution, their sensibilities would have 


| been awfully shocked at the many outrages which the revo- 
| lutionists perpetrated upon the traitors and tories of those 
| days. 
| party.’”? 


We think we hear them crying ‘ Do not hurt the 


Mr. FOUKE. That was published in the Chi- 
cago Democrat soon after John Brown was im- 
pee. Do not hurt the party! And I think I 
ieard the leaders of the Republican party on the 
| other side of the House say to my friend yester- 
day—*‘ do not hurt the a. and this accounts 


| for the studied silence, of which so much has been 


said. Hurting the party & what you are afraid 
of. It is well known that the sentiments you 
| proclaim among your constituents, you dare not 
utter upon this floor. Now allow me to read an 
extract which appeared in the same paper, a few 
days after the one which has just been read: 
“This cry of hurting the party used to alarm us. We 
used to see its ghost nights, but now we care only for prin- 
cipies ; and we are going wherever those principles lead us ; 
and there is nothing that old Ossawatomie Brown can do 
that will throw the least spot or blemish upon those princi- 


Px: Old Ossawatomie stands out like Kosciusko, Emmet, 
Kossuth, Garibaldi, and oiher leaders of unsuccessful rev- 
olutions. Old Brown did not intend to enslave anybody. 
His object was freedom ; freedom to every person that was 
accountable to Almighty God for his actions. 

‘*What is the Republican party for? For freedom! 
What is all the money given to the underground railroad 
for? For freedom! Now, every one that gives a dollar 

, for the Democratic party in Kansas, for the underground 

| railroad, for Cuban or South American fillibusters, or for 

importing slaves into this country from the coast of Africa, 
| is just as guilty as old Brown.” 

| I now call upon my Democratic friends to reflect 

fora moment. You see the kind of men we have 
to fight, when fight'ng your battles with our own; 

| and my colleague dare not rise in his place here 
and denounce John Wentworth for these incendi- 
| ary sentiments. If he did, he could not return to 

Congress with Wentworth’sapprobation. There- 

fore, I say that the Republican party in the Nth 

is abolitionized. 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. The gentleman ap- 
eals to me, and I suppose he expects an answer. 

Task the gentleman whether he dees not believe, 

| with Wentworth, that those who give money for 

| piratical raids into Nicaragua or other friendly 
| countries, and who assist in the importation of 
slaves from Africa to this country, are “equally 
guilty with old John Brown ?”’ 
Mr. FOUKE. I will answer that question in 
this way. I do not live upon those borders, and 
I know nothing about those raids. I live in a 
civilized community—I hope so at least, though 
it may not be such in my colleague’s estimation 
—and I do say that a man who will indorse John 
| Brown in that manner deserves the same fate as 
John Brown. 

| Mr. FARNSWORTH. The gentleman has 
not answered my question. I atieok the gentleman 

whether men who engage in forays into neighbor- 

ing nations, for the purpose of extending the area 
of slavery, or engage in the African slave trade, 
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are not deserving of the same fate with ** Old John || 





Brown?’’ 
Mr. FOUKE. That has nothing to do with the 
matter. I say this to the gentleman: that I hold 


_™= 





{ 


eculiar views in regard to fillibustering, which it | 


is not now the time to express. [Laughter on the 
Republican side.] Well, I will say this, and settle 
the matter at once: that I am utterly opposed to 
it. Now, Lask my colleacue if he indorses the 
sentiments of the extracts which have been read? 
Repudiate John Wentworth, or indorse him. 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. The gentleman is not 
in a very good condition to ask me questions, 
when he absolutely evades answering mine. I 
will, however, answer him. In so far as the Chi- 
‘azo Democrat runs a parallel between southern 


fillibusters, slave-trade pirates, and John Brown, | 


declaring them equally guilty with him, and de- 
serving of his fate, L indorse it. In so far as it 
indorses—and I do not know that it does so— 
the aet of John Brown in his incursion into Vir- 
ginia, | do not indorse it. Is that an answer? 

Mr. FOUKE. If it is satisfactory to you, it 
will answer. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Now, will you an- 
swer whether you do not concur with Wentworth, 
that southern slave-trade pirates and fillibusters 
are deserving of the fate of John Brown? 

Mr. FOUKE. I am for abiding by the laws 
of the land, and in favor of punishing pirates and 
everybody else who violates them, North, South, 
East, and West. I stand by the Constitution and 
the laws of the land. 

I now ask my talented young friend [Mr. Lo- 
Gan] to read the following resolutions: 

* Resolved, That it is the deliberate opinion of this meet- 
ing that no slave can be said to owe service to his master 

* Resolved, That we will not aid in arresting a fugitive 


slave for the purpose of returning him to his master our- | 


selves, and will not approve the act when done by others.”’ 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. 


States in 1854. It had not then been organized. 
Mr. FOUKE. Immediately after the passage 
of the Kansas-Nebraska hill, the Republican 
party sprung into existence; but it did not then 
exhibit that raw head and bloody bones, and that 
bold front of incendiarism which is now exhibited 
by that party to the whole country. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Atthe ume those res- 


candidates for Congress in the second congres- 
sional district of Illinois. One of those candidates 
was John B. Turner, who was the Kansas-Ne- 
braska candidate of Senator Doveras; another 
was Mr. Mayo, who was the candidate of John 


Those resolutions, if | 
1 understand my colleague, were adopted in 1854. || in the first, second, third, and fourth districts. 
There was no Republican party in the United |! 


Wentworth and other Democrats who were op- | 


posed to the repeal of the Missouri compromise; 
and then there was Mr. Blackwell, the Whig 
candidate, who resided in Chicago; and the Free- 
Soil candidate, Mr. Woodworth, who was my 
predecessor on this floor. 

Mr. FOUKE. Iknow something about this 
matter. I know the eighth congressional district 
of Lllinois, which I have the honor to represent 
upon this floor, cast a majority of two thousand 
six hundred and twelve votes against me in 1854, 
in my canvass for Congress. An honorable Sen- 
ator, who sits in the other end of the Capitol, 
{Mr. TRumMBULL,] was. my competitor. He de- 
feated me upon that issuc. 
down upon us, and reveled in our father’s halls; 
but only for a short period. Since then we have 
rallied, and, thank God, in that section we have 
driven them hence, and hope never to see them 
back again. 

Now, | ask my friend if he repudiates the sen- 
timents expressed in the resolutions I have read? 
He declines to answer. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
decline to answer. I have answered every ques- 
tion putto me. I did not hear the resolutions 
read, but my impression is that I do approve 
them. 

Mr. LOGAN again read the first resolution 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I agree to that. 

Mr. LOGAN, (reading:) 

**Resolved, That it is the deliberate opinion of this meet 
ing that no slave can be said to owe service to his master.”” 

Mr. FOUKE. Does he indorse that? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I indorse that. | 
do not see how a slave can hold the relation of a 
debtor. 


Mr. Clerk, Ido not 


The Vandals came | 


| Re publican party on the stump last year. 


| Government back to the control of the first principles; to 





Mr. LOGAN, (reading:) 
** Resolved, ‘That we will not aid in arresting a fugitive 
slave for the purpose of returning him to his master our 
selves, and will not approve the act when done by others.”’ 
Do you indorse that? 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
Be 
aay. 


Mr. FOUKE. 


I stated that Yester- 


I charged these things on the 
My 
competitor, a most talented and eloquent gentle- | 
man, would get up while I was putting these 


| things to the people of my district, and deny that | 


they were his sentiments. But I answered him | 


| by saying that I would not permit him to deny | 


it, for the reason that they could be proved by 


would avail him nothing. 

I will now ask my colleague [Mr. Logan] to 
read the platform on which my colleague’s prede- 
cessor was elected to Congress? 

Mr. LOGAN read, as follows: 

“ Resolved, That the times imperatively demand the re 
organization of parties and the repudiating of all previous 
party attachments, names, and predilections; we unite 
ourselves together in defense of the liberty and the Consti 
tution of the country, and will hereafter cooperate as the | 
Republican party, pledged to the accomplishment ot the 
following purposes: ‘To bring the administration of the 


restore Kansas and Nebraska to the position of free Terri- 
tories; that as the Constitution of the United States rests 
in the States and notin Congress, the power to legislate for 
the extradition of fugitives from labor ; to repeal and entirely 
abrogate the fugitive slave law; torestrict slavery to those 
States in which it exists; to prohibit the admission of any 
more slave States into the Union; to abolish slavery in the 
District of Columbia; to exclude slavery from all the ter 
ritories over which the General Government has exclusive 
jurisdiction; and to resist the acquirement of any more | 
Territories, unless the practice of slavery therein forever 
shall have been prohibited.”’ 

Mr. FOUKE. I have no desire of catechising 
the gentleman; but I state the fact that the plat- 
form which has just been read was adopted in 
every congressional district in northern Illinois— 


Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. If my colleague 
has the platform adopted in the fourth congres- 
sional district, I prefer that he should read it. My 
recollection is not clear on it, but I do not think 
it is of that character. 

Mr. FOUKE. That platform was adopted at 
Aurora, at Freeport, at Ottawa, and at Blooming- 
ton, in 1854, and has since been indorsed from 


. : a2 || time to time up to the present hour. 
olutions were adopted, in 1854, there were four 


Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. The points men- 
tioned are not in my district. 

Mr. FOUKE. Well, I cannot help that; but 
I imagine that your people have entertained the 
same sentiments precisely 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 


Ha! ha! 


The gentleman says 


| that the platform was adopted in Bloomington, in 


1854. What convention was held in Blooming- 
ton, in 1854? 


Mr. FOUKE. 


I mean the State convention, 


| in 1856. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. In 1856 they made no 


| such platform. 


Mr. FOUKE. They indorsed the same thing. 
The precise locality cuts no figure in the case. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. No, sir. 

Mr FOUKE. However, I will not quarrel 
with the gentleman for that. The gentleman in- 
dorses and his colleagues [Messrs. Lovesoy, 
Wasuscrne, and Ke.ioac] indorse, I presume, 
the same thing. I presume they also indorse his 
sentiments in regard to the fugitive slave law. 

Now, Mr. Clerk, weare speaking of John Brown 
and John Wentworth,and men ofthat class. John 
B 
their silent requiems around his dishonored grave 
without an answer. But, sir, his acts live; and 
it is with those who indorse his acts that we have 
now to deal. Asa citizen of a free State, where 
the people are in no danger from invasions of that 
character, I desire to treat this matter as it deserves, 
and to pronounce my opinion on John Brown and 
his associates, and to show to the world that we 
of Illinois not only do not indorse his conduct, 
but are ready to denounce those who do. Because 
John Brown is dead, are our lips to be sealed against 
hisacts? By no means. Why, he was steeped 
in crime deeper than almost any of those that have 
disgraced the annals of our criminal code. Search 
the darkest caverns of the earth; its secret caves 
and dens; its various haunts of crime and degra- 
dation; drag forth te light the most disgusting 
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a 
specimen of vileness and impurity that can be 
found, and you will find that it will appear lovely 
by the side of a man who has been a renegade in 
politics, an apostate in religion, a hypocrite in 
morals, and an enemy to the human race. 

| now, sir, ask the clerk to read the letter which 
I send up, in order to show the character of John 
Brown, whose prineiples were those of the Re- 
publican party of the North, of whom they have 
made a martyr, and whom they have canonized 
in their hearts. J 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

Westport, Missouri, 4dugust 13, 1856. 
This is to certify, that on Wednesday, the thirteenth day 


} y || of thismonth, my house was attacked by a band of armed 
the records of the State, and therefore his denial || 


Abolitionists, who demanded of fs to surrender, to which 
I replied, “ Leave here, or we shall fire on you.’? They 
said, “Ifyou do, we will kill the last one of you.’? [directed 
the boy to fire on them. The captain ordered bis company 
to close up to the house. They were ail within forty feet 
of the house, at which time we fired on them. They tm 

mediately drew off, and went to my stable and opened a fire 
on my house, which lasted for several minutes. They then 
drew off, literally filling the side of my house with balls. 
At the time of the attack there was in the house cight men, 
six women, and thirteen children. None of us were burt. 
Blood was discovered in the yard and on the trail where 
they went off. They took seven head of our horses, the 
wearing apparel and best bedding of one of my sons, and 
double-barrel shot gun trom another. The property they 
took from us was worth 81,000. We are damaged some 
several thousand dollars. All this hellish malice was vented 
against us because we were law-and-order men, for the 
Constitution and the Union, and because we took an active 


| part in trying to arrest John Brown and his murdering clan. 


| many leaving. 


We lived in Lykins county, near the old Peoria mission, 
Kansas Territory. They are stealing horses from the pro 
slavery and law-and-order men; and I was told by an Abo 
litionist that they intended to kill and drive all the pro 
slavery and law-and-order men out of the Territory. Our 
families have left and are in the State. ‘There are a great 
MARTIN WHITE. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me, this 


the 16th day 
of August, A. D. 1856. 


THOMAS J. GOPFORTH, 
Justice of the peace in and for Jackson county, Missouri. 


Mr. FOUKE. Now, I desire to state that Mar- 
tin Whiie was a citizen of my own State, and 
that he was not a pro-slavery man. But | want 
to show that John Brown and his gang were a set 
of marauders who preyed upon al! those from 
whom he could sical. He (White) wasa citi- 
zen of Christian county, in the district of my col- 
league, (Mr. McCiernann.] He wasa man of 


| known veracity and integrity. This is but one 


rown is dead. The cold blasts of the north sing || 


| purp 


of a hundred outrages of which this marauding 
party, headed by the notorious John Brown, was 
guilty; the report of the minority of the committee 
appointed to investigate the affairs of Kansas, 
shows the fact that John Brown had slaughtered 
in cold blood more than one, two, or probably a 
dozen citizens of Kansas. 

My colleague [Mr. Farnswonrn] arraigned 
me and the other Democratic members from Ili- 
nois, yesterday for voting for Mr. Bocock. I 
will state that so far as our conduct is concerned it 
is not only justified by the merits of Mr. Bocock, 
our nominee for Speaker, but by the demerits of 
the Republican nominee for the same office. We 
have voted for Mr. Bocock, and we recognize 
him as a good Democrat, a man of talents, and a 
gentleman well qualified to grace the Speaker's 
chair; but we do not say that we are agreed with 
Mr. Bococx in everything. 

And who is Mr. Suerman, the Republican nom- 
ince? When ‘he was sent to Kansas to investi- 
gate those matters, and when a case of murder, 
which had been committed by John Brown, came 
up, he refused to receive the testumony, upon the 
technical ground that the murder was committed 
after the committee was appointed. This shows 
that their candidate for Speaker is a strict parti- 
san, and would avail himself of every technicality 
in order to advance the interests of his party, 
even at the cost of blood and treasure. © ; 

And then, sir, the reckless manner in which he 
and others of the Republican party signed this 
notorious Helper book, must carry conviction 
to every disinterested and impartial man in the 
country, that that party is not only a party of one 
idea, but that they are reckless enough to seize 
upon anything that may be presented, for the 
ose of advancing their interests. 

Now, the very fact that sixty-odd members of 
Congress, holding seats upon this floor, signed a 
book about which they knew nothing, shows a 
recklessness on their part of truth and justice 
that, to say the least, ought to be reprobated by 
every thinking man in the community. Men 
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who will act thus are not to be tru 
times in public affairs; men who are willing to 
strike at their opponents and ft iloWw-cilizens—a 
blow at the very Constitution itself, in other 
words—would sign in blank the death-warrant 
of the Union and leave the time of the execution 
to the executioner himse if. Men who would 
be guilty of acts of this character, I say, deserve 
and execration of the civilized 
world. Sir, it not necessary to read from the 
report which [ he din my hand proof in regard 
to the murderous intent and acts of John Brown 
in Kansas. Id aw ver, to do it, in order 
that these things may ro to my constituents that 
I may be justified ir the invective that I have 
this ds ly pronounced a gains st oe it mise rable crea- 
ture, John —— I ask the Clerk to read the 
passages which | have mark: 4. 
The C) erk read, as follow 
‘Allen Wilkinson was a member of the Kansas Legis 
lature, a quict, inoffensive map. His widow, Louisa Jan 


the condemnatio! 


Wilkinson, testifies that, on the night of 24th May last, | 


between the hours of midnight and daybreak, she thinks, 
a party ol mencame tothe house where they were residing 
and forcibly carried her husband away; that they took him 
in the name of the ‘northern army,’ and that next morn 
ing he was found about one hundred and filty yards from 
the house dead. Mrs. Wilkinson was very ill at the time 


with measies. Here follows an extract from her affidavit: 
‘[ begged them to let t ae Wilkinson stay with me, saying 
that | was sick and helpless, and could not stay by mysel*. 
Vy husbaud also aske d them to tet him stay with me until 
he could get some one to wait on me; told them that he 
would not run off, but would be there the next day, or 
whenever called tor; the old man who seemed to be in 

mman d looked at me, and then around at the children, 
and replied, ‘ you lave neighbor i d,*so f have, but 
they are not here, and | cannot go tor then The old man 
repli d, ‘it matiers not,’ and toid him to get ready. My 
husband wanted to put on his | und get ready, soa 
be protected from the damp and night air. but th would 
notiethim. They then took my husband ay 

‘After they were gone I thoug!t eard ra 

husband’s voice in complaint.’ , 
“+ Next morning Mr. Wilkinson’s body was found about 
one bundred and filty vards from the house, in some dead 
brush, A lady, whosaw my husband’s body, said that there 
waea gash in his head and his side. Others said that he 
was cutin the throat twice.’ Mr. Wilkinson was a poor 


man, and of course his widow was left destitute; but, 1 

gardiess of this fact, they took away some property, in 
cluding the only horse they had. Mrs. Wilkinson was pre 
sented at Westport, Missouri, with the necessary means to 
go to her father’s in ‘Tennessee. She has two small chil 
dren. Mrs. Wilkinson’s description of the leader of the 
men who murdered her husband suits Captain Jolin Brown, 
a well known character in the Abolition party. She says 
that her husband was a quiet man, and was not engaged in 


arresting or disturbing anybody. He took no active part in 
the pro-slavery cause, so as to aggravate the Abolitionists ; 


but he was a pro-slavery man. 

‘The circumstances attending William Sherman’s as 
sassination are testified to by Mr. James Harris, of Frank 
lin county, Kansas. Mr. Sherman was staying over night 
at the house of Harris, when, on the night of the 24th of 
May, about two o’clock, Captain John Brown and party 
came there, and after taking some property and questioning 
Harris and other , Sherman was asked to walk out. Mr 
larris, in his affidavit, says: ‘Old man Brown asked Mr. 





Sherman to go out with him, and Shermanmthen went out 
with Brown. I heard nothing more for about fifteen min 
utes wo of the ‘northern army,’ as they styled them 
selves, staid with us until we heard a cap burst, and then 
these two men left. Next morning, about ten o’clock, I 
found William Sherman dead in the creek near my house. 


I was looking for him; as he had not come back, I thought 
he had been murdered. [took Mr. William Sherman (body) 
out of the creck and examined it. Mrs. Whiteman was 
with me. Sherman’s skull was split Open in two places, 
ind some of his brains were washed out by the water; a 
large hole was cut in his breast, and his left hand was cut 
off, except a little | » of skin on one side.’ ”’ 

* In relation to the assassination of James P. Doyle and 
sons, the affidavit of Mrs. Mahala Doyle, the widowed mo 
ther, was procured. VWilliara Doyle, one or the murdered, 
was twenty-twe years of age ; Drury Doyle, the other, was 
twenty years of age. Mrs. Doyle was left very poor, with 
four children—onc of them only eight years old—to support. 
Mrs. Doyle testifies: *'I‘hat a party of armed men came to 
her house about eleven o’ctock, she thinks, on the night ot 
the 24th of May; they first inquired where Mr. Wilkinson 
lived, and then made Mr. Doyle open his door, and went 
into the house, saying they were trom the “army of the 
North,” and asking them to surrender.’ Says Mrs. Doyle: 
* They first took my husband out of the house, then they 
took two of my sons—the two eldest, William and Drury— 
out, and then took my husband and the two boys away. 
My son John (sixteen years old) was spared, because I asked 
them, in tears, to spare him. Ina short time afterwards, I 
heard the rept of pistols—two reports ; after which I heard 
moaning, as if a person was Rotar ; then [ heard a wild 
whoop.’ * * ¢T went out next morning in 
search of them, anc ‘ound my husband and William, my 
son, lying dead in the road, near together, about two hun 
dred yards from the house. Thoy were buried the next day. 
On the day of the burying, I saw the dead body of my son 
Drury. Fear for myself and the remaining children induced 
me to leave the home which we had been living at, and | 
went to the State of Missouri.’ ”’ 


Mr. FOUKE. This is from the minority re- 
port of Mr. Oliver, of Missouri, and a true recital 
of the murders committed by John Brown. 1 


d in critical | 
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desire to embody it in my r apeech; that it may go 
to my consutuents. | 
Now, sir, that is one reason why we stick so 
tenaciously to the candidate of the’ Democratic | 
party yaand why we never will, solong as we have | 
a voice upon this floor, vote for the Re aon senta- | 
tive ‘of a party in the person of Joun SuerMan. | 
So far as the irre pressible conflict is concerned, to | 
which my colleague yesterday alluded, let me 
show you what the Republican party of Illinois 
- we said about it, and 1 will remark that, so far 
s | know, it 1s the only official record upon the | 
subject in the whole ¢ountry. It is this: 
“Mr. Anderson proposed the following : 
* Resolved, That the people of each State and Territory 
have the right to determine the institution of slavery in | 


their own way, regardless of geographical lines, subject only || 


to the Constitution of the United States. 
** Mr. Sloss offered the following resolution, in addition | 
to the resolution of Mr. Anderson: 1 
** Resolved, That the proposition that ‘this Union can- | 
not exist permanently, one half tree and one half slave,’ 
is absurd and ridiculous, and that no party advoeating such 


| a proposition should be permitted to hold the reins of Gov- 


ernment—the same being dangerous to the perpetuity of 
our glorious Union, and at war with the spirit of the Con 
stitution of the United States and the intention of the | 
framers thereof.” | 
Here is an opportunity given to the Republican 
party to renounce the doctrines of Abraham Lin- 
coln, of Ilinois,and of Mr. Sewarp, of New York. 
What did they do? Here is the record of the 
journals of the Legislature showing that eve ry 
Democrat upon that floor voted for the re solution 
and every Republican voted against it. The vote | 
stood—yeas 41, nays 24; every Republican vo- | 
tung voted against it. [do this for the purpose 


of showing that there is no way by which the 

Republican party, in Tl ois particularly , ¢ an es- 

cape this irrepressible-conflict doctrine initiated | 
} i 


he great leader. 
Mr. McKNIGHT. Will the gentleman allow 
me to ask a question in relation to the origin of 
this irrepressible-conflict doctrine ? | 
Mr. J ‘OU KE. lf will not yield just now. 
Mr. McKNIGHT. You decline, then, to an- | 


Ir. FOUKE, I decline to yield the floor for | 


ny 


the present. Now, sir, I stated upon the stump | 
last year, and I have stated upon this floor, that 
the Republican party in northern Illinois has been 
thoroughly abolitionized. I believe the Repub- 
lican party in New England have also become | 
abolitionized. ‘The records of the country I think | 
will prove that fact. And Talso say this: that : 
northern Illinois, | think, the Republican pa 
are urging upon the pe ople the ac option ol thay 
damnable doctrine of political equality between 
the white man and the black man, I speak now 
for my own State. I know what the journals 
there will prove 

Ane not only di » I say that, but I say that the ut 
party has wiped as witha sponge the American 
or ean ose ng party from the State of Illinois, 
_ that it has been absorbed in the Republican 
party, and as soon as they have succeeded in con- 
qu ering th Di moeratie party in the Northwest, 
as they have in New England, they will then be ‘ein 
to carry out the doctrine of Massachusetts, by 
passing laws disfranchising foreigners from vot- 
ing,and at the same time passing laws permitting 
the free negroes to vote. While they aim to dis- 
franchise the Lyris] e Germans, and all foreign- 
ers, they desire to alanit to that privilege the free 
negroes. Inthe State of Illinois, the constitution 
authorizes and requires the Legislature to pass an | 
act prohibitin } r ihe ingere ss of free ne groe s into that | 
State. The Ri publicans in that State refuse tocom- | 
ply with that constitution: il re quisition, and are at 
all times trying to get a repeal of the black laws. | 

I rep sat, Mr. Clerk, that the Re publican party 
have absorbed both the Abolitionists and the 
American party of my State; and that w hen they 
have secured the power they will carry out the 
policy to which I have referred. Upon this point 
| wish n ly colleague to read an extract from the 
Congressional Globe, s showing the sent iments of 
one of the great leaders of the Re public an party, 
Mr. Sewarp, of New York, stated in conversa- 
tion with Governor § 
the proposition is distinc tly made to sweep off 
from the State of New York the foreigners, the 


Irish, the Germans, and all others, and to receive 


in their place the free negroes of Virginia, 
Mr. LOGAN read, as follows 


“The illustrious visitant is reporte d to have responded 


promptly and earnestiy in the affirmative ; ; and he is said to | 





| In an inferior position. 


| York. 


Smith, of Virginia, wherein | 


|| **free-negroes and all?’ ‘ Yes 
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|| have added, that the State of New York had suffered ex- 
ceedingly, for several years past, from the enormous influx 
of immigrants from foreign shores ; that the evil was every 
day multiplying, and had, in fact, become a most serious 
social grievance ; and that, for one, he should be ve ry much 


please d to have all the ships which might be sent from Vir- 


ginia thus freighted with free negroes , supplied with return 
cargoes of Germans, Irish, and others of foreign nativity, 
easy to be — up in the streets of New York. 


I donot 
charge all these facts to be absolutely true; but I do aver 
that I believe them to be true; and if the honorable Sena- 
tor will venture to deny them, or any one among them at 
all material to the present issue, | will take upon myself 


| to establish the same by evidence, either now at hand or in 


process of collection.” 

Mr. FOUKE. Now, sir, this only shows this 
fact, that the Republican party have no sympathy 
with the foreigners; but that they desire to ex- 
clude them, and that the *y are ready , not only to 
place them on an equi ality with the free negro, but 
I state these facts be- 
cause, through the exercise of political chicanery, 
for w hich I will give them the credit of great tal- 
ent, they have suceceded in deluding many for- 
eigners In my own State and distriet. A large 
portion of them are Germans, a thrifty, industri- 
ous, intelligent, and faithful constituenc y, who, on 
all occasions, rally and act in obedience to the 
laws of the land. And when the tocsin of war 


| was sounded in my county, in 1846, two hundred 


of those gallant Germans stepped forward and 
enlisted to fight the battles of the country. Only 

one hundred of them were accepted from my 
county,and they went forward as privates, led by 
a gallant German by the name of Felitin Ww right. 
The 'y did good service: and prob ably that com- 
pany suffered as much as any other at the batt 

of Buena Vista. And now these Republicans are 
deriding that class of men, on a occasions, in 
States where they havea predominance. In Mas- 
sachusetts they cut them down and treat them in 


|} a manner in which they do not treat the free ne- 


groes, but make the distinction in favor of the 
negro. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Will the gentleman 
allow me to inquire what book he read from a 
short time since? ! 

Mr. FOUKE. From a speech delivered in the 
Senate of the United Stat 8 by Mr. Foote, of » 
sissippi, in presence of Senator SEwArR wha di id 
not deny the statement. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Mr. 
sissipp! ? 

‘Mr. FOUKE. Yes, sir; by Senator Foote, and 
that, too, in the presence of Governor Suir, of 
Virginia, now a member upon this floor; and, if 
my colleague desires to put any interrogatories in 
reference to the matter, he can address the gentle- 
man from Virginia, [Mr. Smiru.] 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. If it is necessary 
that I should speak, I can do so, for I have avery 
—— recollection upon the subject. Ido not 

xac tly recollect the re port of that transaction in 
the speech of Senator Foote, and, therefore, can- 
not say whether it iscorrector not. I will repea 
the substance of what occurred. On one occasion, 
while Governor of Virginia, and sitting in the 
council chamber of the State with one or two of 
the officials, a polite and, in bearing, a genteel 
strang Puamioed inand announced himself as Mr. 


7 : “ne 
Foote, of u\1is- 


| Sewarp,of New York. He was so youthful in 
| appearance, that I coneluded hi 


was not the ex- 
Governor of that proud Commonwealth. I invited 


| him toa seat. He e xpress' dd a wish to see the 
| Lieutenant Governor, and stated that he had an 


official acquaintance with him. I sent for the Lieu- 
tenant Governor, and in the mean time, entere od 
into some general conversation, during which 


|| Governor Sew ARD spoke c of Governor Davis, of 


Massachusetts, in such a way as led me to infer 
that Mr. Sewarp must be the ‘exdSlovernor of 
New York. I then said to him I presumed I was 
conversing with ex-Governor Sewarp, of New 
He replied in the affirmative. At that 
time a movement was on foot both in New York 


/and Virginia, to get up a_ convention’ to revise 


their respective State constitutions. We entered 
into conversation on that subje ct. and soon got 
upon the right of suffrage. He said that, in their 
convention, they would settle that question in 
a way to avoid all future diffic ulty. He s said, 
‘*we mean all shall vote. ss All?”? said I. 
** Yes,”’ he replied, * eve ry body; re quiring of 
the voter residence only.’ 66 What,’ said I, 
” he re plied, 


‘colored people and all.’’ 1 then said to him 


‘that, from the manner in which he treated the 





Toe ae 


od 


ee ee 


ee: a ign cena: the 


eee trees 


meneame 


5 RABI vr 


wm Spledeseedo Un 


gprs 20. 


i 





1859. 


subject, he relieved me very much of one of my 
most serious difficulues. 
cinia,ithad been my pleasure, and, as I conceived, 
my duty, to press the question of emigrating our 
free negroes from within the borders of Virginia 
I told him that the difficulty was that we did not 
know exactly where to send them; that I did not 
desire the emigration of free negroes from any 


As Governor of Vir- | 


unkindness to them, but because they were a de- | 


moralizing link between the white men and the 
slaves; that, under our institutions and our con- 


victions, it was impossible for them to have those | 


advantages and means of improvement of which 
it was claimed they were capable; and therefore 


we desired to send them among their sympathiz- | 
ers, that they might show that they were equal | 


to white men. I stated that I was relieved from 
that difficulty, because New York would have no 
difficulty in receiving that class of persons, as he 
assured me. He replied: ‘* None, none; we will 
receive them with great pleasure; we have a great 
deal of difficifhy with the German and Irish voters 
in times of election; we have to raise a zreat deal 
of money to secure their votes; and they take our 
money and then vote against us; but we hav 
no such trouble with the colored people.’ I 
replied: ‘** This is a very remarkable conversa- 
tion, I must be allowed to say; and, I repeat, it 
frees me from no little difficulty. -My policy is, 
with every cargo of flour we send North, to send 
a certain number of free negroes as free passen- 
gers. Hesaid, ** send them to us; we will receive 
them with pleasure, and exchange an Irishman or 
a German for them all day long.’’ I replied 1 
would be happy to make such an exchange, be- 
cause we could make good citizens of the Irish 
and Germans, but that it was impossible to do so 
of the negroes. I mentioned this conversation to 
Senator Foote, and perhaps some others, and the 
subject was afterwards mentioned on the floor of 
the Senate by Senator Foote. The Senator from 
New York, I understand, said nothing in reply 
to Senator Foote’s exposition of the matter, al- 
though it was said that the gentleman’s silence 
would be regarded as giving consent, and [ also 
understood that a paper conducted by Mr. Ritchie 
made the charge, and the Albany Journal denied 


it; but being asked if denied by authority was | 


silent. 
Mr. Clerk, what I have said upon this subject 
has been entirely according to my recollection this 


day. 

Nir. FARNSWORTH. I would inquire of the 
gentleman when that conversation took place? 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. In 1847 or 1848, in 
the city of Richmond. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
office ? 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. In the public coun- 
cil chamber. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Who were present? 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Some one or two 
of the officials were present. I will say further, 
that Senator Foote told me he afterwards had a 
laugh with Senator Sewarp upon the subject, and 
that that gentleman did not question the accuracy 
«his exposition of that matter. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I would like to in- 
quire of the gentleman whether he also had a 
iaugh with Governor Sewarp about it? 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. No, sir, 1 did not. 
Mr. Sewarp was a strangertome We talked 
upon grave questions as strangers, and upon the 
discussion of grave questions laughter would not 
be likely to occur. 


In the gentleman’s 


'! evil or wi 


Mr. FOUKE. It is no wonder that the gentle- | 


man is a little ticklish on this point. 


The Re- 


publican party is not prepared yet to ingraft that | 


portion of their creed on the people of Illinois. 
lhey have not yet done with the foreign popula- 
tion of that State. 


Therefore, gentleman do not | 


like to hear of the acts of the Republican party; | 


but it is well known that they regard this foreign 
population as unworthy of the same consideration 
that the free negro receives at their hands. 

I thank my friend from Virgmia for his cour- 
tesy in yielding me the floor, and I am extremely 
sorry to have trespassed on him so long. I say 
to my friends, let us meet the foe together, stand- 
ing on the same platform, and carrying the same 
banner under which we have fought so long and 
so faithfully together, shoulder to shoulder, and 
you will find the Iinois Democracy 
ward against this irreprennlble-conit 


pressing for- | 


| my colleague. 


our last words in the contest shall be, State sov- 
ereignty and national Union. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia, resumed the floor. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Lappeal to the gen- 
tleman from Virginia to yield me the floor for a 
few moments. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 
utes? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 
‘* Shrewsbury clock.’”’ 
you want eS 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
ten minutes 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. j 
shall have ten minutes, or you shall have fifteen 
minutes. ’ 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 


How many min- 


Well; time it by 


That will do. 
Very well. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


A very few minutes. 


How many minutes do 


Ido not think over 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. [have buta few words | 


to say in reply to my colleague. So far as John 
Brown is concerned, [I am satisfied that the gen- 
tlemen who continue to belabor poor old John 
Brown, who, as my collearue says, is now food 
for worms, must be The man 
is dead, and, as the poet says, **buri-ed.’?> W« 
make no issue upon him. ‘The Republican party 


afraid of ghosts. 


has nowhere indorsed his raid. They have no- 
where presented any issue in regard to him. So 
far as the Republican party of Illindis is con- 


cerned, asa State party, it stands on the Philadel- 
phia platform of 1856; it stood there then; it 
stands there to-day. 
lnregard to the point which my colleague makes 
as to negro equality, | am aware that that was th 
burden of the speeches of the great man whom 
they worship, in Llinois 
1856. So far as the Republicans of [Xinois are 
concerned, they do not make any question as to 
the social or political equality of the colored race 
white rac lL believe 
ew York colored people are permitted to vote. 
nthe State of’ ] 
permitted to vote. I think that while Cave John- 
son was a member of Coneress he stated that he 
was indebted to the colored voters of his district 
for his seat on this floor. 
Mr. AVERY. When was that? 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. The gentleman does 
not deny that colored people voted in his State? 
Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. Call them * nig- 


+1 
Lilt 


l’ennessee the ex 


eal 
= 


rs. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Well, the gentleman 

cancallthem *‘ niggers,’’ifthatis more to his taste. 
Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. ‘That is more 

natural. [Laughter.] 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. 

Mr. ¢ 


I have heard cnouch, 


‘lerk, on this subject of negro equality. It 


comes with a bad grace, a ve ry bad grace, from 
the Democratic party. They are throwing it up 
everywhere that the Republicans are in favor of 
the social and political equality of the negro. So 
far as the right of colored men to vote is con- 
cerned, that is a question belonging to the States. 


If States permit colored men to vote, it is none of 
my business. [am notaware that where they do 
vote they have ever produced any very s rious 

ing. When it is said that we are in 
favor of social tality with negroes, it is false. 

Mr. LOGAN. lIask the gentleman, is there 
any distinction in his district between negroes 
and white people in the schools? Do not white 
and colored children go to the same school? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Ido not know of any 
colored children going to school. There are none 
in the town where I reside. If there were any, 
they ought to go to school. , 

Mr. LOGAN. Do you not know that in the 
city of Chicago colored and white children go to 
school together? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. As I said before, in 
regard to social equality, we leave that to tl 
taste of people. Republicans are at all afraid 
that they will marry negror It requires no r 
straining laws to prevent that. If my Democratic 
friends are afraid that they will be tempted to in- 
termarry with colored people, I will very cheer- 
fully join in voting them a restraining law to pre- 
vent it. But, sir, before the law, so far as the 
protection of the natural rights of man ts con- 





not 


“oO 


cerned, the negro is my equal, and the equal of 
p When it comes to the question of 
protection of his natural rights, I say he is en- | 
ct party; and || titled to the protection of the courts as muchas I 


, during the campaign of | 


that in the State | 


lored people were | 


| against such an equality as the latter. 


Very well; you |; Leg 
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am. When it comes to the question of his rieht 
to eat the fruits of the earth which his own hands 
have tilled, he is my equal, and the equal of my 
colleague. When it comes to the question of pro- 
tection of life, he is my equal, and the equal of m 
colleague. But when it comes to the question as 
to who shall sit at my table, or at the table of my 
colleague, or as to whom we shall marry, that is 
pretty much a matter of taste. My taste revolts 
But if my 
friend is afraid that he will sit down with a col 
ored man, or marry a colored woman, I am will- 
ing to vote fora restraining law. [Laughter.] 
Mr. LOGAN. Didnot the Republicans in the 
State of Hlinots vote for a law 
abrogating all laws in regard to the distinction 
between whites anc. bla vine testimony in 
courts of justice? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH _ I think that a Repub- 
lican member of the Legislature did once 
duce suchalaw. If he did not,h 
done so 

Mr. LOGAN. Then lask the gentleman 
other question: Did notthe Republican m 
of the last Legislature of Ilinois vote to expurgate 
the word ** white’’ from the school law, so as to 
let it include blacks and whites ? 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. Ido not know. Very 


lu 


rislature of tl 


eks sr} 


intro- 


ought to have 


an- 
mbers 


likely. 
Mr. LOGAN. Well, [state that they did do so. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Inanswer to the gen- 
tleman’s interrogatory, I presume that some mem- 
ber of the Republican party may have introduced 
a bill to allow colored men testify; 
said, if he did not, he ought to have done so. 
our State, 


and, as I 
In 
we permit a man who does not believe 
in the existence of a God to testify. We permit 
the man to testify who comes into court covered 
all over, from head to foot, with moral corruption 
and pollution; and the question of his veracity 
and credibility is submitted to the jury. Thatis 
the test. Why, sir, a horse or a calf may testify 
by being exhibited to the jury; and I tell you that 
no man is unfit to come before a court of justice 
and testify God’s truth, | do not care whether he 
be black or white. And when a law says thata 
man who is assaulted and robbed by some vil- 
lainous,scoundrely Democratic white man—some 
Democratic douchface—shall not ro before a court 
of justice and take his oath of the fact, and put 
that man on trial, for his own pretection, I say it 
is a damnable statute and should be blottéd out. 
Is the gentleman answered ? 

Mr. LOGAN. Iam satisfied if you are. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. How is the Democ- 
racy now, which the gentleman says never does 
wrong? 

Mr. LOGAN. 
[Laughter. } 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. A tew years ago Sen 
ator Dovetras, the man whom they worship in 
our State, declared that the Missourt compromise 
had an origin akin to the Constitution, and that 
no reckless hand dared to disturb it. In 1848, I 
think it was, the Democratic Leeislature of the 
State of Llinois passed resolutions instructing her 
Senators and requesting her Representatives 
vote to apply the Wilmot proviso to all the terri- 
tory which had been acquired from Mexico. That 
was done by the Democracy of Illinois. In 1850, 
the Democratic convention, at Jolict, in the con- 
sional district of which Mr. Lovesoy ts now 
the Representative, pass’ d aresolution that it was 
not only the ricbht, but the duty of Congress, to 
yrevent the extension of slavery into all Territo- 
ies that wer That was the doctrine of the 
Democracy of Illinois then. Is it the doctrine of 
the Democracy of Illinois how ? 

Mr. LOGAN. I will answer you. 


to 


Very well; I thank you. 


to 


re 


} 


free. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. My friend, the other 
day, said that he had learned one thing, ** that 
the D ‘y never did wrong! ’’ 


i , As 

Mr. LOGAN. In national convention, I said. 

, | have learned that, and I will stand by it. 
[ will answer my colleague. If the Democracy 
in Mr, Lovesoy’s district did pass a resolution of 
that kind, I do not knowanything about it. But, 
if they did, they were only taking the initiatory 
steps towards Republicanism, and there } 
dence of that in the fact that the gentleman is here 
by six orseven thousand majority. I never heard 
of that resolution, but the pr ‘decessor of Mr. 
Lovesoy was not a Democrat; and, if there has 
been a Democratic Representative from that dis- 


Yi 


evi 












D 


aagh ieee aie as # 


oa 




























































obliga 


5] 












Saad rita ve 


Pe ea talnhlen 55 at 





ral tort 












240 


irictsince Republicanism has been known, I never 
beard of it. 

1 wish to say further, that when Mr. Doveras 
did seek to extend the Missouri compromise line 
to the Pacific ocean, he did say that it was can- 
onized in the hearts of the American people; but 
when he made that proposition, you Republicans 
and Abolitionists of the North turned your backs | 
upon it, and refused to extend that line, for the 
reason, you said, that you wanted the subject 
kept open so that you might still agitate the ques- 
tion of slavery. And for that reason he turned 
round and gave you the hot end of the poker, and 
has been doing it ever since, and we intend to 
follow it up. | Laughter. | 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I suppose the gentle- 
man from Virginia will extend my time in conse- 
quence of this interruption ? i 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Go on, sir. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I was asking wher 
this Democracy stand—the Democracy who 
‘‘never do wrong?” Itis very true that Mr. Dove- 
LAS, at one time, proposed the extension of the 
Missouri line to the Pacific. Very true it is, that, 
so far as the Republicans were concerned, they 
were generally opposed to it. But did that change 
the principles of Mr, Doveias? Did that make 
itless ‘* canonized in the hearts of the people ?’’ 

There is another thing I desire to refer to. Some 
ten or fifteen days before Mr. Doue tas reported the 
bill repealing the Missouri compromise, he made 
a report in which he declared that to interfere with 
the Missouri compromise would be a violation of 


said that, [ believe, only ten days before he re- 
ported the bill to repeal the Missouri compromise. 
Does the Democracy ever do wrong? 
Mr. LOGAN. Not in national convention. 
Mr. FARNSWORTH = And yet, when Mr. 
Dixon gave notice of his intention to repeal the 
Missouri compromise, Mr. Doveias suddenly 
arose—for fear Mr. Dixon should steal the thun- 
der which belonged to the Democracy—and de- 
clared that the committee had instructed him to 
move arepeal of the Missouri compromise. Why? 
Because, he said, that it was in accordance with 
the compromise measures of 1850. ‘Thus, Mr. | 
Dowexas, in the course of ten days, placed him- | 
self on both sides of the question, by a direct, pal- 
pable contradiction. Does the Democracy ever 
do wrong? Does Mr. Dove.as ever do wrong? 
[ tell my colleague that the Republican party is ho 
man-worshiping party. The Republican party 
is founded upon principle. We do not put organ- 
ization above principle. The Democratic party of 
the State of Illinois is a man-worshiping party. 
They blindly follow and worship Mr. Dovetas. | 
Whatever he may say is the law and the gospel | 
of Democracy with them. 
Mr. FOUKE. We worship Srerurn A. Dove~| 
Lasand you worship Fred Douglass. (Laughter. ] 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. Well, the gentlema 
may take the benefit of that; but I am inclined | 
to think that Fred is the likelier man of the two. 
| Laughter. | 
[ wish to ask my colleague from the Quincy | 


THE 
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Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. Will the gentleman 
iet me say that we consider all that our business, 
and not his. {Laughter.} 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Ah! When we upon 
this side are catechised by our colleagues as to our 
position, we make no such answers. I concede 
that itis their business, butitisours,also. Il want 
to know with what consistency Mr. Dove.as can 
support the nominee of the Charleston convention 
on a platform on which he himself would not con- 

nt to be a candidate? I observe the exceeding 
anxiety of my coll sucs to place themselves 
right before the Democracy. Il commend them 
to the } i think they have 
got square upon the southern platform. I think 
they have taken upon themselves the mantle of 
the southern Democracy, to all intents and pur- 
poses, and that after having got down as low as 
they have, it does behoove the southern Democ- 
racy to take them into full fellowship, and to 
place their great leader, Mr. Doveias, on the 
Charleston platform. 

Mr. STANTON. Will the gentleman from 
Virginia yield, and permit me to move that the 
House ballot again for Speaker? 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Ido not know what 
vood can come of it. 

Mr.STANTON. I donot know thatany good 
willcome of it, nor can I know until we have tried. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. No, sir; I think I 
ought to proceed with my remarks. 


Mr. STANTON. If the gentleman will yield, 


southern Democracy. 


| I will move that the House proceed to a ballot for 
the compromise measures of 1850. Mr. Douetas || 


Speaker. 
Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I repeat that I do 


not believe any good will grow out of it, and I will 


therefore proceed. 


Mr. STANTON. Do I understand that the 


| gentleman refuses to yield? 


Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 
for that purpose at this time. 

Mr. BOTELER. Will my colleague yield to 
me a moment. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Certainly. 

Mr. BOTELER. I regard it of no very great 
importance, but I have no recollection of using 
language such as the following, which is attrib- 
uted to me in the Globe of this morning: 

‘** Virginia is here to speak for herself. She recognizes 
no organ outside of our limits. She is here, and ready to 
speak for herself.” 


I decline to yield 


Now, sir, I have no recollection of saying that 
Virginia recognizes no organ outside of our limits, 
and I flatter myself that the Representatives upon 


| this floor are recognized as the organ of Virginia, 


| 
} 
} 
} 


and they are ecrtainly outside of her limits. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. As I was about to 
observe, it was not my purpose to engage in the 
general debate which has been indulged in by the 
House for the last two or three weeks. The only 
part that I have taken heretofore in debate has 
been in reference to the personal position of two 
members, as is well known; one the gentleman 


| from Pennsylvania, {[Mr. Hickman, | and the other 


district [Mr. Morris] if he concurs in the state- || 


ment of my colleague who was on the floorashort | 
time since, that the Dovetas party of Hlinois will | 
support whoever is nominated at Charleston, no 
matter on what platform he may stand? 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. I have ro desire to 
be drawn into this conversation which has grown | 
up between my colleagues here. It is a matter 
between them, and with which I have nothing to 
do. But I will say that I have no doubt that the 
Charleston convention will re-adopt the Cinein- 
nati platform, and that Mr. Doveras and his 
feepde will support the nominee of the Charles- 
ton convention. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
my question. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. Well, then; I will 
say that they will, if thatis more satisfactory; for | 
1 have no doubt but that the right platform will be 
adopted. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Do I understand my 
colleague to say that they will do it without refer- 
ence to the platform? Mr. Dovetas declared in | 
a letter which he wrote some time since, that he 
would accept the nomination of the Charleston 
convention, provided he was placed on a platform 
which recognized the right of the people of a Ter- 
ritory to exclude slavery. 


That is no answer to 


|| the gentleman from New York, (Mr. Hasxiy.] 


But, sir, in consequence of the course of remark 
which has been indulged in, and especially in con- 
sequence of the course of remark which the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Grow] indulged 
in a few days ago, I felt impelled, under the im- 
pulse of the moment, to take my part in the drama 
which is being enacted here and before the coun- 
try. 

‘A question has been raised in the course of our 
sroceedings involving the real position of the 
louse in regard to the proper, legitimate mission 

before it; and it is right that I should call atten- 


| tion to it in the view that I have, and that I should 


present that view to the country. 

When this House assembled, it was upon the 
heels of a remarkable incident in the history of 
the American country. A sovereignty had been 
invaded. It had awakened, aroused, and excited 
the public mind throughout the country. That 
occurrence caused revelations which startled the 
country. It was revealed that some sixty-eight 
members of the last Congress, besides numer- 
ous other gentlemen of the highest position in the 
land, both socially and politically, had indorsed a 
pamphlet, known as the oy ool nag set inau- 
rurating a crusade of blood, murder, treason, and 
insurrection against one large section of the Union. 


| When we assembled here with this revelation be- 


fore us—this revelation that had gone the length 
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_ and breadth of the country, and, perhaps, through- 


out the world, what was the first development? 
An effort to put in nomination and elect one of 
these very gentlemen who had indgrs d these 
atrocious doctrines as the Presiding Officer of the 
House. Sir, the Presiding Officer of this House, 
it is known, holds, necessarily, the most intimate 
personal and social relations with the members 
over whose deliberations he presides. It is of 
the very highest consequence, therefore, that in 
ponaeen. social conduct, and elevated character, 
ie should be of that stamp which will enable 
members to approach him in all the frankness 
which should characterize the relations that should 
exist betweenthem. But, as I have said, the effort 
was made by the largest party in the House to 
put in that position a man who, as far as we could 
know, was obnoxious to the most serious objec- 
tions; who had, in advance, proclaimed that he 
could hold no fellowship whatever with one class 
of the Representatives of this Union. He stood 
indorsed before the country as havingpproclaimed 
non-fellowship with slaveholders; as having pro- 
claimed that slavery was to end, and end in blood, 
if necessary. 

Now, | ask it of this House, and I pause for a 
reply; L ask it of any gentlemen upon the other 
side of the House, if they love this Union and are 
disposed to cultivate the friendly social relations 
upon which so much public utility depends; I ask 
them, and I ask the country, if they could right- 
fully and truly approve, as a great social and po- 
litical duty, the election of a man to preside over 
the deliberations of this body who is obnoxious 
to these objections? I put it here, and I desire 
the country to understand it; I desire gentlemen 
on the other side to look at it in its social aspect. 
They may by power, they may by force of num- 
bers, elect a man who is a murderer, a robber, a 
thief; a man who proclaims his undying hostility 
to one half this Union, but I ask them 1s it right 
that they should doit? I ask them if they could 
stand vindicated to themselves as gentlemen of 
heart and honor, as the representatives of consti- 
tutional liberty in this country, if the election of 
a man under these circumstances 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to inquire of the 
gentleman from Virginia if he applies those words 
to me? 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I am illustrating 
what I was saying, and he will hear me if he is 
quiet. I did not say thatthe gentleman is a mur- 
derer; I had no such thought, and I was about to 
say so; and it would have come with more grace 
than after an interruption. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will say tothe Clerk that 
I misunderstood the gentleman. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I was saying, would 
you vote for a murderer to go into that chair? 

Several Voices on the Republican side. You 
know none of us would. 

Mr. CURTIS. 1 call the gentleman to order. 
I consider the gentleman’s language a reflection 
upon members in this Hall—unworthy of being 
uttered by any gentleman in this Hall—and I 
cannot but infer that he impeaches the honor of 
every man upon this side of the House. I ask 
the gentleman to recall it. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. WhenI have any- 
thing to recall, I will do it without being asked 
[Applause in the galleries.] And if gentlemen 
will keep cool and easy, they will perhaps fare 
better by it. 

I charge nobody upon this floor with being mur- 





'derers; I charge nobody with being robbers. But 


I was going on to remark and to charge that, when 
we came here, we found that sixty-eight members 
—not on this floor to be sure; but sixty-eight 
members of the last Congress, many of whom are 
now here—did indorse that which, as we had the 
right to believe and suppose, was just as bad, 
just as damnable, and just as offensive. Will 
gentlemen on the other side deny it? [Applause 
in the galleries.) 

The CLERK. The Clerk gave notice yester- 
day, if the order pf the House was further vio- 
lated by this indecorum in the galleries, he should 
call upon the officers of the House to suppress it. 
In accordance with that notice, he now calls upon 
the Sergvant-at-Arms and the Doorkeeper of the 
House to perform that duty. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I hope that will be 
forborne at present, and that the galleries will 
refrain from any further interruption, as it 1s 


ame 

































